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The Lord created man and the animals. 


Nutramax Laboratories, Inc. helps keep His creations thriving! 


The #1 Brand Recommended 
by Orthopedic Specialists* 


“Cosamin®ASU is our most 


advanced formula to combat 


joint discomfort.” 


- Robert Henderson, Pharmacist 
Chairman, Nutramax Laboratories, Inc. 


THE #1 BRAND RECOMMENDED 


BY ORTHOPEDIC SPECIALISTS* 


COsaminASy 
JOINT HEALTH SUPPLEMENT 
For Your Joint Health 


Request your FREE 60 capsule bottle 
(iain of Cosamin®ASU* Call 1-877-267-2646 
==<= | and mention The New American: 
| 4 | *$4.95 Shipping and Handling charge will apply. 
== While supplies last. Offer expires 12/31/13. 


For a complete listing of our products and 
special offers, visit NutramaxLabs.com 


These statements have not been evaluated by the Food & Drug Administration. 
This product is not intended to diagnose, treat, cure or prevent any disease. 


Source: SLACK Incorporated Market Research Survey, April 2009. Survey conducted of 
Orthopedic Specialists relating to glucosamine/chondroitin sulfate brands. 


Like us on Facebook 
www.facebook.com/cosamin 


nuTRamMmax: 


The #1 Retail Brand Recommended 
by Veterinarians” 


“I trust the 
Cosequin® brand 
and so can you!” 


- Jungle Jack Hanna 
Director Emeritus of the 
Columbus Zoo 


Veterinarian 
‘ommended 


COSEQUIN 


For Your Pet’s Joint Comfort 


MANUFACTURER'S COUPON EXPIRES 12/31/2013 


COSEQUIN == 


TA 


on any Cosequin® brand 
product for dogs and cats 


Consumer: Limit 1 coupon per purchase. Good only for product indicated. Must be surrendered at redemption. Void 
if taxed, altered, transferred, sold, copied and where prohibited. Improper use/redemption constitutes fraud. You pay 
sales tax. May not be combined with any other offer. Not valid online or outside USA. Cash value .001¢. 

Retailer: Nutramax Laboratories, Inc. (“Nutramax”) will reimburse you the face value of this coupon + 8 cents 
handling if it is properly redeemed by a consumer on the brand specified and you comply with our Coupon 
Redemption Policy at nutramaxlabs.com. Coupons not properly redeemed will be void. You must mail coupon to 
Nutramax within 90 days of exp. date to: Nutramax, CMS Dept. 55970, 1 Fawcett Dr., Del Rio, TX 78840. 


To learn more and for 
special offers, visit Cosequin.com 


YSource: Among retail brands. Survey conducted in July 2012 of small animal 
veterinarians who recommended oral joint health supplements. 


Like us on Facebook 
www.facebook.com/nutramaxpet 


NutramaxLabs.com 
1-800-925-5187 
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Secretly Trading 
Away our Independence 

President Obama is pushing two 
trade pacts leading to economic and 
political integration of the United = 
States with the European Union and 

Pacific Rim nations. (2013, 8pp, 1/$0.50; ' 3 ( } 
25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) 

(May 20, 2013, 48pp) TNA130520 


Fiscal Debt: Charging Ahead 

f Spending, deficits, and debt are daily 

topics in the news and in politics, but 
despite the rhetoric, it is very unlikely 


A 


government will cut spending and change 


| course. It should. (March 4, 2013, 48pp) 
? TNA130304 


: : f F Globesity: How Globalists 
dappr nataena LUE Tae The Action Is in the Reaction Are Feeding Off the Obesity Crisis 
Threatens the Constitution Shortly after the Boston marathon bombing, _ In the Western World especially, rampant 
A constitutional convention that is 4 f ; ae ; : 
Boston went into lockdown and police units _ obesity is becoming a serious problem. 


proposed to take place in July 2013 could : ; Globalist Sen oe 
be used to rewrite the entire Constitution. scoured the area and invaded homes, yet it SELES ASN SoS a da 
: promote new international institutions 


regardless of the purported safeguards. was all fruitless. Is this the new normal? (June and powers — to cohtrol everyone 
(January 21,2013, 48pp) TNA130121 3, 2013, 48pp) TNA130603 (February 4, 2013, 48pp) TNA130204 


QUANTITY TITLE/DESCRIPTION TOTAL PRICE 


| | The Action Is in the Reaction Sho D BS. org Mail completed form to: 
|__| Fiscal Debt: Charging Ahead Mix or Match AEPLETON, WI 54612. 
; Oi 1 copy $2.95 Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org : 
| Secretly Trading Away... O 10 copies $12.50 Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 Order Online 
i : O25 copies $22.50 
Globesity: How Globalists... 100+ copies* 


aa How the Compact... Name 
ENTER MIX OR MATCH QUANTITIES AND SUBTOTAL 
| ae 


SUBTOTAL WI RESIDENTS ADD SHIPPING TOTAL 


5% SALES TAX (SEE CHART BELOW) City State 


For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. 
Standard: 4-14 QO) Check O VISA Q Discover 


Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping business days. QO Money Order (MasterCard UO American Express v8 Ameen E 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Rush: 3-7 business Four Digit V-Code 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, Make checks payable to: ShopyBS cea 

$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 HI/AK add $10.00 


: # Exp. Date 
*For rush orders and special rates for case lots of 100, 


call (800) 727-TRUE or go to ShopJBS.org. 
Signature 130603 
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QUANTITY TITLE PRICE 


TOTAL PRICE 


WI RESIDENTS ADD 
5% SALES TAX 


SHIPPING/HANDLING 
(SEE CHART BELOW) 


SUBTOTAL TOTAL 


CI LI 


For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. 


Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping 


$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, 

$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 


$150.00+ call call 


New World Order: The Rise of 
Techno-Feudalism 

Cuddy presents documented information about the 
rise of the Marxist New World Order from beginning 
to end. (2010ed, 270pp, pb, $14.95) BENWO 


a 
Exposing Terrorism 
JBS CEO Art Thompson reveals there is more to the 
rs. 
war on terror than meets the eye. 
ved DVD (2009, 17min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 
49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 
0+/$0.64ea) DVDET 
t (2009, 40pp, pb 1/$2.95; 10/$2.00ea; 
50ea; 50/$1.00ea; 100+/$0.75ea) BKLTET 


i 
9/11 Press for Truth be 
The coverup exposed by the 9/11 families. This 

g video presents some of the most 
g discrepancies, lies, and coverups concern- 
ing the deadliest terrorist attack on American soil. 
(2006, 85min, cased DVD, $19.95) DVD911PFT 
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Phone E-mail 
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10 The Action Is in the Reaction 
by Thomas R. Eddlem — None of the police-state measures in the 
wake of the Boston Marathon bombing made Boston-area residents 
safer. But that hasn’t stopped new proposals to expand government. 


15 Not Like Us 
by William F. Jasper — Many pundits claim we should partner with 
Russia because it has the same terrorist problems, but it doesn’t. 


19 Latest Globalist Pretext for Convergence 
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“cooperation” to “fight terror” is a dangerous ploy aimed at eventually 
merging our intelligence agencies with those of Russia’s KGB/FSB. 
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Gun Control in the States 


In the May 6 issue, Joe Wolverton ruined 
an otherwise excellent article exposing the 
dangers of the UN’s Arms Trade Treaty 
with his assertion that the 50 states may 
exercise arms control and that the Second 
Amendment only forbids the federal gov- 
ernment from infringing on our right to 
keep and bear arms. 

Had the framers intended it only to 
apply to the federal government, they 
would have added the qualifier “Congress 
shall pass no law,” as they did for the First 
Amendment. Furthermore, most state con- 
stitutions have similar, if not identical lan- 
guage. My home state, Pennsylvania, says 
this right “shall not be questioned,” with 
no militia clause. 

When the Bill of Rights was enacted 
in an attempt to keep the anti-federalists 
happy, our nation had just won a bloody 
revolution against the strongest nation on 
Earth. Many, such as Jefferson, believed 
that “the tree of liberty needs to be replen- 
ished from time to time with the blood of 
tyrants and patriots.” In order to maintain 
this ability, Patrick Henry believed that 
“all men should be armed.” The Found- 
ers were wary of tyrannical government 
at all levels. 

PATRICK HENRY SELLERS 
Glenmoore, Pennsylvania 


Legislation 
Ignoring the Law 


Section 212 (a) (4) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, first passed in the 1950s 
and still the law today, states: “Any alien 
who, in the opinion of the consular officer 
at the time of application for a visa, or in 
the opinion of the Attorney General at the 
time of application for admission or ad- 
justment of status, is likely at any time to 
become a public charge is inadmissible.” 

However, our government today gives 
formal instructions to illegal aliens about 
how to apply and obtain welfare ben- 
efits — namely food stamps, which now 
function like credit cards so that users 
can avoid shame at the exit counter; free 
medical assistance; housing vouchers; un- 
employment benefits; free school lunches; 
books for their children; etc. 

The first significant amnesty, under 
Reagan, included about three million il- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


legal aliens; the second amnesty, under 
Clinton, included about five million illegal 
aliens. Now a third significant amnesty, a 
gigantic amnesty for some 15 million ille- 
gal aliens, is being cooked up in Washing- 
ton. After that there will be a fourth major 
amnesty, probably for 25 million new il- 
legal aliens some 10 years from now. 
They get amnesty while those doing 
the process legally wait. In 1957, I es- 
caped from a communist country, found 
work, and settled in France, waiting for 
five years for a U.S. immigrant visa. I 
finally arrived here in 1962, equipped 
with a special conditional two-year im- 
migrant visa for legitimate political refu- 
gees, with conditions: Every six months 
Thad to visit the INS officer to give proof 
of gainful employment; after the fourth 
such visit, my conditional immigrant visa 
became a normal one. Finally in 1967, I 
became a citizen. 
Marc JERIC, 
Las Vegas, Nevada 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


CORRECTIONS: |n the May 6 issue, the 
article entitled “United Nations Arms 
Trade Treaty: Your Guns, Their Target” 
said, “In 1956 and again in 1975, [Pol] 
Pot deployed armed Khmer Rouge 
troops to disarm their countrymen,” 
which errantly claims Pot was in power 
in 1956. The line should read: “Imme- 
diately after seizing power in 1975, Pot 
deployed armed Khmer Rouge troops 
to disarm their countrymen, a process 
begun by the monarchy in 1956.” 

The article entitled “What a Billion 
Muslims Really Think” (May 20 issue), 
about a documentary that sheds light on 
what Muslims around the world believe, 
said, “The results of that huge survey 
were reported in the 2009 documentary 
Inside Islam: What a Billion Muslims 
Really Believe. (That 56-minute video 
can be viewed online by typing the title 
into any Internet search engine.)” The 
title should read: /nside Islam: What a 
Billion Muslims Really Think. 


The Blue Book 


A transcript of the entire two-day presentation given by Robert Welch 
at the founding meeting of The John Birch Society in Indianapolis, in 
December 1958. The background, methods, and purposes of The John 
Birch Society are set forth. (2012ed, 204pp, pb, 1/$8.95; 20+/$6.00ea) 
BKBB 


Frustrated With Politics? — Pamphlet 


We Are The John Birch Society 


Concerned Americans are frustrated with politics as usual and are 
looking for a plan to maximize freedom by returning to limited 
government under the Constitution. The John Birch Society was 
formed to do just that. 

Sleeved DVD (2013, 16min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 
50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDWAJBS 


If youre frustrated with politics, as many Americans are, then you Cased DVD (2013, 16min, 1/$5.95; 10/$49.50; 25/$98.75; 


know there is something wrong. What can we do to turn this frus- 100/$225.00) DVDWAJBSC 
tration around? (2013, four-color tri-fold pamphlet, 1/$0.20; 100- 
499/$0.15ea; 500-999/$0.10ea; 1,000+/$0.08ea) PFWP Overview of America 
This video explains in a simple fashion the different systems of 

The Robert Welch Presentations — ii irpagpout he alee the different en 

. rinciples underlying each type of government — and wl ee- 
Six DVD Set — seins a “ p e 
The Robert Welch Presentations capture ths == am Sleeved DVD (2006, 29min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80¢a; 


prophetic speeches from 1959 to 1974. These speeches established the 50-99/$0.75¢a; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDOOAPS 


philosophical foundation and grassroots organization of The John Cased DVD (2006, 29min, 1/$5.95; 10/$49.50; 25/$98.75; 100/$225.00) 
Birch Society and provided the impetus for today’s rapidly growing DVDOOA 4 
movement to restore freedom under the Constitution. (2009ed, 553 


total minutes, Six DVD set, $39.95) DVDSRWP 
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IRS Admits It Targeted Tea Party and Other Conservative Groups 


The Internal Revenue Service has admitted that it was involved 
in the “inappropriate” targeting of conservative political groups 
during the 2012 election cycle, under the guise of investigating 
possible violations of tax-exempt status. Lois Lerner, head of 
the IRS division overseeing tax-exempt groups, offered an apol- 
ogy of sorts after admitting that the tax bureaucracy had singled 
out dozens of organizations for additional reviews because they 
included words like “tea party” or “patriot” in their exemption 
applications. In some cases the IRS even demanded other infor- 
mation, such as lists of their donors, an action that violates IRS 
investigative policy. 

Lerner acknowledged May 10 that the behavior was “abso- 
lutely incorrect, it was insensitive and it was inappropriate. That’s 
not how we go about selecting cases for further review. The IRS 
would like to apologize for that.” 

According to the Associated Press, Lerner insisted that “the 
practice was initiated by low-level workers in Cincinnati and was 
not motivated by political bias. Agency officials found out about 
the practice last year and moved to correct it, the IRS said in a 
statement. The statement did not specify when officials found 
out.” At least 75 groups were targeted in the action, but, Lerner 
assured, none had their tax-exempt status revoked. 

Niger Innis, chief strategist for TheTeaParty.net, strongly sug- 
gested May 10 that the White House was complicit in the IRS ac- 
tivity. “The Obama administration has used the IRS as a political 
weapon,’ said Innis, adding, “What would Democrats have done 
if the Nixon administration ordered the IRS to actively target the 
National Organization for Women or the American Civil Liber- 
ties Union? These activities are eerily similar, and yet Obama 


remains in office.... We would expect intimidation like this from 
third-world, tin-pot dictators, not our own U.S. government.” 

The American Center for Law and Justice, a conservative legal 
advocacy group, is representing 27 of the groups affected by the 
IRS intrusion. The ACLJ’s chief counsel, Jay Sekulow, said the 
agency’s belated mea culpa was insufficient. “The IRS admission 
and apology should have come much sooner,” he said May 10. 
“Tt took the threat of legal action to get the IRS to make this ad- 
mission. And while many of the organizations we represent have 
finally been granted tax-exempt status, we demand the IRS to 
immediately approve the pending applications for the remainder 
of our clients.” 


Obama Pursues Gun Control via Executive Action After Senate Blow 


In the wake of a humiliating defeat for gun control advocates in 
the Senate in April, the Obama administration is seeking to by- 
pass Congress and use “executive actions” to impose an assault 
on gun rights and healthcare privacy through the Department of 
Health and Human Services. 

The HHS’s proposed rule would, among other things, encour- 
age psychiatrists to report their clients to the FBI’s background 
check system by waiving the legal prohibition on sharing private 
healthcare information contained in the Health Insurance Porta- 
bility and Accountability Act (HIPAA). 

While the administration claims the scheme is aimed at keep- 
ing weapons out of the hands of “potentially dangerous” people, 
critics of the plan, and especially gun rights activists, see it as part 
of an ongoing effort to disarm the public. In an April 19 press 
release about the scheme, the Department of Health and Human 
Services said it was just part of Obama’s “common sense plan to 
reduce gun violence.” 

Gun Owners of America, widely viewed as the most principled 
major organization defending the right to keep and bear arms, 
sent out an e-mail on May 2 to supporters, blasting the proposed 


HHS rule and urging opponents to make their voices heard. 

“Understand a couple of things: First, the standard which your 
doctor would use to turn you in is embodied in Clinton-era ATF 
language and in the anti-gun Veterans Disarmament Act of 2007,” 
the group explained. “Specifically, your doctor would ‘drop a 
dime’ on you if he suspected you were even a slight ‘danger to 
yourself or others’ or were ‘unable to manage your financial af- 
fairs.’” 

According to the organization’s analysis, the HHS scheme 
would seek to deny the gun rights of anyone who the government 
claims cannot balance a checkbook — ironic considering Wash- 
ington’s trillion-dollar deficits. Another major problem is that as 
soon as a psychiatrist gets sued for failing to report a patient, the 
rule of thumb will become “see a shrink; lose your guns.” 

Gun rights activists across America have been pushing back 
hard. However, the administration, and HHS in particular, have 
opened another front in the battle. Analysts on both sides of the 
issue say that for gun rights to survive in the long term, citizens 
must stay engaged until the effort to trample on the constitution- 
ally protected right to keep and bear arms is ultimately crushed. 
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Rasmussen Poll Reports Majority of U.S. Support Nullification 


In what must be bad news to the Obama administration, results of a 
new Rasmussen poll indicate that 49 percent of respondents believe 
that the regulation of gun ownership is a state or local issue. On May 
3-4, 2013, Rasmussen Reports polled the opinions of 1,000 likely 
voters. The margin of sampling error is +/- 3 percentage points. 

What is even less favorable to the administration’s program to 
exalt the federal government above the states is the poll’s finding 
that 44 percent of those who participated in the survey believe 
states retain the right to nullify any act of the federal government 
they deem constitutionally invalid. 

Of more particular interest to those in the liberty movement is 
the Rasmussen report that of “mainstream voters” who partici- 
pated in the survey, 52 percent say that state governments have 
the right to refuse to enforce any federal act with which they 
disagree “on legal grounds.” 

Read that again: A majority of Americans who vote believe 
that the federal government does not have the exclusive or the 
ultimate right to impose its rule on states that regard its acts as 
unconstitutional or illegal. 

And it must be pointed out that nullification is not the right 


of states to nullify any federal act. Rather, it is the right of states 
to choose to not enforce any federal act that fails to conform 
to the constitutionally established limits on the authority of the 
federal government. 

If they are an accurate measure of public opinion, these Ras- 
mussen poll numbers are surely music to the ears of the scores 
of state lawmakers who have boldly put themselves on record as 
opposing federal overreach by voting in favor of numerous nul- 
lification bills currently wending their way through the legislative 
process in state capitals nationwide. 

In fairness, regardless of the swelling support for nullification 
in the homes of “mainstream voters,” there remains in academia 
an almost apoplectic revulsion to the concept. 

Earlier this year, several articles and op-ed pieces were pub- 
lished on blogs and in newspapers where the authors labeled nul- 
lification as “nuts” and a “bizarre fad.” 

To the contrary, the Rasmussen poll results suggest that it is the 
notion of an all-powerful, always-supreme federal government 
that is being pushed further and further into the hinterlands of 
the political landscape. 


Boehner, McConnell Refuse to Help Fill OhamaCare Rationing Panel 


House Speaker John Boehner (R-Ohio) and Senate Minority 
Leader Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.) have told President Barack 
Obama that they will not assist him in selecting members for 
ObamaCare’s Independent Payment Advisory Board (IPAB) — 
the panel charged with deciding which procedures will be cov- 
ered under Medicare and at what rates. 

IPAB is the primary means by which the Affordable Care Act 
(ACA) seeks to control federal healthcare spending. The board, 
consisting of 15 members appointed by the president and con- 
firmed by the Senate, has the power to force Medicare cuts in 
any year in which the program’s spending is projected to exceed 
a target set by the ACA. 

“Basically, there’s a certain amount of money that’s allocated 
for Medicare spending each year,” Rep. Phil Roe (R-Tenn.) told 
the online Daily Caller back in 2011. “Once you hit that amount 
that’s been appropriated, this board ... can then decide ... based 
on strictly cost” whether to pay for a particular treatment. 

It’s not hard to see why Roe declared that IPAB, not the 
Medicare-paid end-of-life counseling that rightly alarmed many 
Americans, is “the real death panel” in ObamaCare — a point on 
which even then-Rep. Barney Frank (D-Mass.), an ultraliberal, 
seemed to agree when he cosponsored an IPAB-repeal bill Roe 
introduced in 2011. 

Ina letter to President Obama on May 9, Boehner and McCon- 
nell expressed similar sentiments. Arguing that the ACA “raid[s] 
Medicare to pay for a massive new entitlement,” the two congres- 
sional leaders wrote: 


In order to allow supporters to claim that the law’s Medicare 
cuts would be realized in the future, it tasked IPAB with 


reducing payments to providers or eliminating payments for 
certain treatments and procedures altogether. These reduced 
payments will force providers to stop seeing Medicare pa- 
tients, the same way an increased number of doctors have 
stopped taking Medicaid patients. This will lead to access 
problems, waiting lists and denied care for seniors. 


While the ACA gives the president the ultimate authority to ap- 
point the members of IPAB, it requires him to “consult with” the 
leadership of both houses of Congress on 12 of the members. 
By refusing to cooperate with Obama on this matter, Boehner 
and McConnell are making it clear that the responsibility for the 
“death panel” rests solely on Democrats. ll 


n 
Boehner 
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Protests Against Immigration Bill Growing Stronger 

“The longer this legislation is available for public review, the worse it’s 
going to be perceived. The longer it lays out there, the worse it’s going 
to smell. The tide is going to turn.” 

The measure offered by the pro-immigration group known as the “Gang 
of Eight” continues to draw negative comments, such as the above from 
Senator Jeff Sessions (R-Ala.). 


Britain’s Independence Party Gains Impressive Popular Support 
“We’ve been abused by the entire establishment and now they’re 
shocked and stunned that we are getting over 25 percent of the vote 
everywhere we stand across the country.” wy 
The leader of the United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), Nigel ae 

Farage, claims that “something fundamental is happening.” UKIP has attracted attention because of 
its no-holds-barred opposition to Britain’s membership in the European Union. 


Afghanistan Leader Wants U.S. Forces to Stay After 2014 

“We agree to give them these bases. We believe their presence beyond 
2014 is in the benefit of Afghanistan and NATO.” 

Shortly after revelations that the CIA has been delivering billions in 
cash on a regular basis to leaders of the Afghan government, President 
Hamid Karzai relented about wanting U.S. forces to leave. 


In an Outrageous Final Comment, 

Obama Asked God to Bless Planned Parenthood 

“We’ve got to fight to make sure women have access to quality afford- 
able health and as long as we’ve got to fight to protect a woman’s right 
to make her own choices about her own health, I want you to know that 
you’ve got a president who’s going to be right there with you fighting 
every step of the way. God bless you!” 

At the close of his speech to Planned Parenthood at the organization’s April 26 gala celebration, Presi- 
dent Barack Obama had the unmitigated gall to ask God to bless the group that leads the nation in 
providing abortions. 
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Original Comments by U.S. Ambassador Susan Rice Amazed Veteran Diplomat 

“T was stunned. My jaw dropped and I was embarrassed.” 

U.S. Ambassador to the United Nations Susan Rice’s repeated insistence that the attack on the U.S. 
mission in Benghazi was a response to a privately made anti-Muslim video shown on YouTube drew a 
rebuke from Tripoli-based State Department official Gregory Hicks. 


Obama Acknowledges Feeling the Heat Generated by Freedom-minded Americans 
“Unfortunately, you’ve grown up hearing voices that incessantly warn of government as nothing more 
that some separate, sinister entity that’s at the root of our problems. 

They’ll warn that tyranny is always lurking around the corner. You Max 

should reject these voices.” Baucus 

Speaking to graduates at Ohio State University, Barack Obama 
implied he faces problems. He has already faced setbacks regarding 
budget and gun violence and is facing more opposition regarding 
his hopes for immigration reform and the conduct of IRS officials. 


A Creator of ObamaCare Tries to Distance Himself From It 
“T just see a huge train wreck coming down.” 
Senator Max Baucus (D-Mont.), one of the measure’s architects, 
has received lots of complaints about the ObamaCare legisla- 
tion. He surprisingly announced that he will not seek reelection 
in 2014. 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMaANus 
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QUICKQUOTES 


On A 7. 
VMUY Yi 


None of the police-state measures in the wake of the Boston Marathon bombing made 
Boston-area residents safer. But that hasn’t stopped new proposals to expand government. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


r | 1 he FBI account of suspected Bos- 
ton Marathon bomber Dzhokhar 
BM Tsarnaev’s apprehension by 
MBTA (Massachusetts Bay Transporta- 
tion Authority) police in the federal indict- 
ment against him was self-serving at best, 
and fanciful at worst: 


On the evening of April 19, 2013, 
police investigation revealed that 
there was an individual in a covered 
boat located at 67 Franklin Street 
in Watertown. After a stand-off be- 
tween the boat’s occupant and the 
police involving gunfire, the indi- 
vidual was removed from the boat 
and searched. 


While it was technically true that Tsar- 
naev’s apprehension “involved” gunfire, 
Tsarnaev was not among those who had 
fired any of the guns that night. The FBI 
later admitted that Tsarnaev had been un- 
armed in the boat. All of the dozens — 
possibly hundreds — of rounds fired off 
in the moments before the arrest were by 
arresting officers or their back-up units, not 
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by Tsarnaev. After that cowboy-like melee, 
the wounded Tsarnaev was arrested. 

The FBI account implied a back-and- 
forth gun battle that ended in Tsarnaev’s 
surrender. But the reality was that trigger- 
happy police risked killing an unarmed 
suspect who already had suffered serious 
wounds. In essence, it’s only by sheer 
luck — and poor marksmanship — that 
Tsarnaev will live to stand trial for his al- 
leged crimes. Interestingly, officials are 
also investigating whether MBTA Police 
Officer Richard Donahue was wounded by 
friendly fire in the shoot-out the night be- 
fore that resulted in the death of Tamerlan 
Tsarnaev, Dzhokhar’s older brother. 

Moreover, it wasn’t so much a “police 
investigation” that revealed Tsarnaev to law 
enforcement as it was a tip from a Water- 
town resident after the governor’s curfew 
had been lifted. Franklin Street resident 
David Henneberry left his house to inspect 
his boat after police lifted the Watertown 
curfew. There Henneberry found Tsarnaev 
in the boat, bleeding, and called the police. 
Henneberry’s house was a couple of blocks 
outside of the official search zone, where 
police were conducting house-to-house 
searches. In essence, the dragnet-style 
search ordered by politicians in charge of 
the police response had done nothing to 
apprehend the suspect. Nor did the mas- 
sive use of military ordnance on display on 
the streets of Boston-area towns speed the 
apprehension of the suspects. In fact, the 
“stay-in-place” curfew — officially volun- 
tary — likely delayed apprehension of the 
19-year-old Tsarnaev. The political order to 
vacate the streets had the practical effect of 
taking a million pairs of eyes off the get- 
away scene for the duration of the curfew. 

Even the criminal charge against Tsar- 
naev was a result of a legislative exag- 
geration. The official federal indictment 
charged Tsarnaev and his brother — who 
had been killed in a shootout with po- 
lice the previous night — with using a 
“weapon of mass destruction.” The term 
“weapon of mass destruction” (WMD) 
was once a term describing only chemi- 
cal, biological, and nuclear weapons, but 
in 1994, federal law expanded the defini- 
tion to include any “destructive device” 
(bomb) or big-bore “projectile” of more 
than .50 caliber. By the 1994 legal stan- 
dard, even an air-powered potato gun can 
legally qualify asa WMD. 
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Ironically, the Tsarnaev 
brothers — if guilty of the 
Boston Marathon bombings 
— will have killed fewer 
people than many other 
ordinary serial killers. The 
death toll in the whole 
Boston area spree was five 
people (including the elder 
Tsarnaev brother), whereas 
— for example — in Oc- 


tober 2002, Washington, 

D.C., snipers John Allen Muhammad 
and Lee Boyd Malvo killed 10 people. 
By way of contrast, officials in Wash- 
ington, D.C., did not shut down much 
of the metropolitan area — as Massa- 
chusetts officials did — in order to look 
for the suspects. Nor did Washington 
politicians call out the National Guard 
or employ massive military equipment 
in order to deal with what was in real- 
ity a greater threat to public safety. The 
divergence between the reactions to 
threats in public safety today and how 
officials reacted just a few years ago is 
telling. 


Terrorism: Fear Is Greater 

Than the Actual Threat 

As radical leftist organizer Saul Alinsky 
once pronounced in his book Rules for 
Radicals, with political force “the action is 
in the reaction,” meaning that sometimes 
it’s more effective to take advantage of a 
provocation — or even create one — in 
order to achieve political goals. Alinsky 
also noted that in politics “the threat itself 
is usually more terrifying than the thing 
itself.” Both such “rules for radicals” 
apply to the terrorism problem, in that 
Americans will not give up their cherished 
freedoms absent a perceived threat. Thus, 
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Fruitless evacuation at gunpoint: Boston-area police engaged in some warrantless searches 
during their dragnet search for Dzhokhar Tsarnaev in Watertown, Mass., and the searches didn’t 
turn up the fugitive. Tsarnaev was found only after the curfew was lifted and a resident called police. 
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in the unarmed Tsarnaev’s apprehension. 


World’s worst getaway vehicle: An injured Dzhokhar Tsarnaev hid from pol 
Henneberry’s land-bound boat in Watertown, Mass., yet police fired many rounds from their guns 


liberty-hating radicals have come out of 
the woodwork in the Boston Marathon 
bombing aftermath, proposing “cures” 
for the terrorist threat that involve vastly 
expanded government intelligence and 
massive surveillance of Americans. 
Those calls for more government sur- 
veillance of Americans have found a voice 
in the mayor of New York City. “We live 
in a complex world where you’re going to 
have to have a level of security greater than 
you did back in the olden days,” Michael 
Bloomberg said in an April press confer- 
ence. “And our laws and our interpretation 
of the Constitution, I think, have to change.” 
Mayor Bloomberg went on to conclude: 
“Look, we live in a very dangerous world. 
We know there are people who want to take 
away our freedoms. New Yorkers probably 
know that as much if not more than any- 
body else after the terrible tragedy of 9/11.” 
In those few sentences, Bloomberg out- 
lined the two false assumptions in virtu- 
ally every call for more surveillance of 
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by Thomas R. Eddlem 


6G B oston,” former Congressman Ron Paul argued in a col- 


umn for LewRockwell.com on April 29, “got a taste 

of martial law” during the Boston Marathon bombing 
ordeal. The reaction to Dr. Paul’s column was a hyperventilating 
broadcast by MSNBC’s Lawrence O’Donnell, who claimed Paul 
had “lied” in the column. O’Donnell claimed Paul had lied because 
the former Texas congressman claimed “tanks” had been used in 
Boston streets, and the military-style armored cars and humvees 
used on Boston streets had wheels instead of the caterpillar treads 
employed by tanks. In another argument on a meaningless technical- 
ity, O’Donnell stressed that the state-imposed curfew was officially 
“voluntary,” and therefore it wasn’t “martial law.” 

The reality was more complex. Police and other public officials 
did declare a “voluntary” curfew across Watertown, Boston, and 
Cambridge, as O’ Donnell had stressed. And one Watertown resident 
told THE NEw AMERICAN she saw a neighbor walk his dog unmolest- 
ed during the curfew. But some people were definitely harassed for 
violating the “voluntary” curfew — even famous Boston-area televi- 
sion reporters claimed on-air they had been searched multiple times 
in “stop-and-frisk” warrantless searches. Other Boston television re- 
porters aired video of distraught civilians who were in the process of 
being detained and searched by police without warrants for the crime 
of walking down the street during the “voluntary” curfew. 

And there were multiple warrantless searches in the Boston area 
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during the manhunt, though all of the residents of Dexter Avenue 
and Nichols Street in the Watertown lockdown area interviewed 
by THE New AMERICAN said police first asked permission to search 
their homes. Viewpoints differed on police behavior, along a spec- 
trum from “they were nice” to “scary,” the latter being applied more 
to the body armor-clad SWAT teams than ordinary police and Na- 
tional Guard units deployed throughout the town. A few residents 
who consented to searches of their homes told THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN that had they not given permission, they suspected the police 
might have come in anyway. This suspicion coincides with press 
interviews on other blocks in the lockdown area. Those warrantless 
searches have been reported by wide-ranging sources, such as Alex 
Jones’ InfoWars.com (which did some excellent firsthand video 
interviews with Watertown residents), Boston television network- 
affiliate reporters, and even the leftist Boston Globe newspaper. 

From THE NEw AMERICAN’S own interviews — and interviews 
by other press — it is not clear if there was any wholesale central 
directive to ignore Fourth Amendment requirements for search and 
seizure. (Non-consensual searches require a warrant from a judge, 
based upon probable cause, supported by an oath, and the warrant 
must describe what is being searched for and where it will be found). 
Though a number of unconstitutional searches did take place (e.g., 
the media people who were searched), they quite possibly took place 
on an ad hoc basis, perhaps depending upon what block the police 
were clearing at the time, and which squad of SWAT/FBI agents was 
doing the clearing. Hl 
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Americans: 1. This point in history with 
the emergence of bombers is new and 
more scary than in the past and 2. Trad- 
ing away freedoms for security will lead 
to more security. 

Even before Dhzokhar Tsarnaev’s ar- 
rest, slate.com’s technology columnist 
Farhad Manjoo had joined the surveillance 
cheerleading squad in his April 19 column 
for the online magazine: “Cities under the 
threat of terrorist attack should install net- 
works of cameras to monitor everything 
that happens at vulnerable urban installa- 
tions. Yes, you don’t like to be watched. 
Neither do I. But of all the measures we 
might consider to improve security in an 
age of terrorism, installing surveillance 
cameras everywhere may be the best 
choice. They’re cheap, less intrusive than 
many physical security systems, and — as 
will hopefully be the case with the Boston 
bombing — they can be extremely effec- 
tive at solving crimes.” 

Manjoo frets about this being an age of 
terrorism, even though America has been in 
the era of terrorism at least since the 1886 
Chicago Haymarket Riot, when an anarchist 
bomb-thrower tossed a handmade dynamite 
bomb into a crowd of police trying to break 
up an anarchist demonstration. Several po- 
lice were killed in the blast, and others were 
killed by police friendly fire in the ensuing 
melee. The Haymarket Riot later became 
a global communist holiday after the Sec- 
ond International in Paris commemorated 
the riots in 1889. Although Chicago police 
were unable to find the Haymarket bomb- 
thrower, they did find the bomb factory and 
many of the bomb-thrower’s confederates. 

Law-enforcement agencies had bet- 
ter luck tracking down a far larger wave 
of bombings from 1917-20 in the wake 
of the anarchist/Bolshevik revolutions in 
Europe. The United States suffered some 
125 bombing attempts across the coun- 
try. In April 1919, the bombers sent 36 
mail bombs of dynamite to congressmen, 
leading businessmen, Supreme Court Jus- 
tice Oliver Wendell Holmes, governors, 
leading newspapers, and U.S. Attorney 
General A. Mitchell Palmer. On June 2 of 
the same year, the anarchists tried again, 
setting off larger bombs in eight different 
cities and again targeting leading politi- 
cians and businessmen, including Attorney 
General Palmer. On September 1, 1920, a 
horse-drawn cart full of 500 pounds of dy- 
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namite — surrounded by metal shrapnel — 
exploded on Wall Street, killing 38 people. 
The era was known as the “Red Scare” 


despite the fact that the threat was real, and 
Attorney General Palmer called for the de- 
portation of the anarchists (mostly Italian 
followers of Luigi Galleani) and Bolshe- 
viks (mostly Russian) from the country as 
a cure for the chaos: 


I have been asked, for instance, to 
what extent deportation will check 
radicalism in this country. Why not 
ask what will become of the United 
States Government if these alien 
radicals are permitted to carry out the 
principles of the Communist Party as 
embodied in its so-called laws, aims 
and regulations? There wouldn’t be 
any such thing left. In place of the 
United States Government we should 
have the horror and terrorism of bol- 
sheviki tyranny such as is destroying 
Russia now. 


Reaction to the “Red Scare” of 1919- 
20 involved the same type of apocalyp- 
tic rhetoric as that employed against the 
threat of Islamic extremism today. And it 
involved some repression of civil liber- 
ties: Aliens were deported without formal 
due process and the Justice Department’s 
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Bureau of Investigation (a forerunner of 
the FBI) engaged in warrantless searches 
and seizures. But the reaction to more than 
one hundred bombings was otherwise far 
more muted than the response to the Bos- 
ton Marathon bombings: The federal gov- 
ernment and local police did not call out 
the National Guard and deploy military 
ordnance on the streets of America, nor 
did they shut down whole cities or col- 
lude with local officials to issue curfew 
restrictions. Perhaps most importantly, the 
popular reaction against the Palmer raids 
strengthened the idea that civil liberties 
needed to be protected. 


Calls for a Police Surveillance State 

Today, establishment figures have learned 
the opposite lesson: they want to give gov- 
ernment agencies the power to turn the 
Fourth Amendment’s guarantee against 
unreasonable government searches and 
seizures and the implied right to privacy 
protected by the Ninth and 10th Amend- 
ments into dead letters. The New York- 
based establishment Council on Foreign 
Relations’ (CFR) Adjunct Senior Fellow 
for Counterterrorism and Homeland Secu- 
rity Richard Falkenrath, the former NYPD 
deputy commissioner for counterterror- 
ism, is quick to call for empowerment 
of an American secret police agency by 
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Trade liberty for “security”: New York City Mayor Michael Bloomberg says Americans must get 
used to a surveillance state where government spies on all citizens as if they were foreign enemies. 
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STORY BOSTON BOMBING 
—— 


Thanks, but no tanks: Former Congressman Ron Paul got flack from MSNBC’s Lawrence 
O’Donnell for saying that there were tanks on the streets of Boston after the marathon bombing. 
While the FBI and National Guard units technically did not employ tanks with caterpillar treads, 
they did use many armored cars and humvees in the siege. 


repealing the few remaining restraints on 
surveillance of Americans. Asked by the 
CFR if he favored creation of a powerful 
domestic intelligence service, Falkenrath 
replied: “If you created a domestic intel- 
ligence service, but left all the underlying 
legal policy and jurisprudential constraints 
in place, then it would be a wasted bureau- 
cratic reform. My focus has always been 
not on creating organizations but on re- 
thinking or revising, where appropriate, 
the constraints that exist for domestic law 
enforcement at the federal level.” In other 
words, gut the few remaining restraints on 
government surveillance of citizens and 
use existing agencies such as the FBI and 
CIA to conduct the surveillance. 
Falkenrath also defended the decision 
of Massachusetts officials to call for a 
curfew for non-police officers during the 
search. “There were a lot of hard decisions 
that had to be made, but it’s useful to re- 
member some of the precedents here, one 
of which is London, July 2005, where an 
innocent man was shot to death by police 
acting on the suspicion that he was one of 
the assailants in a failed bombing. And 
what that shows is there is reason to be 
wary of the threat to public safety from 
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thousands of law enforcement officers 
on high alert trained to shoot to kill. So I 
don’t second-guess the request on the part 
of the government for people to remain in- 
side, which was certainly made out of an 
abundance of caution.” 

Falkenrath’s statement has a number of 
problems, not the least of which is the claim 
police are trained to “shoot to kill?” That’s 
not the goal of police work. Police are in- 
stead trained to be a life-saving service, 
not soldiers trained to shoot to kill. At least 
that’s what they have traditionally been 
trained to be. Police are called to a higher 
standard, and in this case, one Hollywood 
movie paints a more realistic picture of the 
original purpose of police than Falkenrath, 
who was once a police official. In the 2003 
movie S.W.A.T’, Samuel L. Jackson plays 
the head of the Los Angeles SWAT team 
and stress- 
es that 
“SWAT is a 
life-saving 
organiza- 
tion, not a 
life-taking 
one. That’s 
why the 


* 


- Lhe 
a 
rae) = | 


ihe Feel 


FBI and Secret Service come here to train 
with us.” Falkenrath — instead of call- 
ing for the retraining of police to act with 
proper restraint in an urban environment 
— called for civilians to be increasingly 
restricted during criminal manhunts. 


A World of Cameras — but Whose? 
“We have to understand that in the world 
going forward,” Mayor Bloomberg said in 
his press conference, “we’re going to have 
more cameras and that kind of stuff.’ Of 
course, living in an era of video cameras 
and surveillance is to a certain extent un- 
avoidable when every department store 
and gasoline station has cameras, and 
every person who carries a smartphone 
walks around with video recording tech- 
nology. The question is not whether cam- 
eras can be banned; they can’t. It’s only 
the centralized government surveillance 
of citizens that’s worrisome. The question 
is: Should government be able to central- 
ize control of camera surveillance and put 
all citizens under surveillance as if they 
are all enemies? The alternative is for gov- 
ernment to rely upon private companies 
and citizens to provide footage voluntari- 
ly when there is a threat to public safety, 
just as they have traditionally relied upon 
eyewitnesses such as Dave Henneberry to 
help catch crooks. 

The history of all nations reveals that 
trading away civil liberties for security is 
an illusion that results in the loss of both 
freedom and security. And the question 
Americans must ask themselves is wheth- 
er the exaggerated and militarized police 
response to dangerous fugitives in Boston 
is the “new normal.” Lovers of freedom 
should push for a more measured response 
to what is neither a new threat nor more 
dangerous than other historical threats. If 
terrorists truly hate America for its free- 
doms, as President Bush once claimed, 
then we should not give the terrorists what 
they have long demanded: the surrender of 
American citizens’ liberties. 
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Not Like Us 


BOSTONBOMBING STORY 


After the Boston Marathon bombing, many political pundits 
claimed we should partner with Russia because it has the 
same terrorist problems, but it doesn't. 


On September 8, 1999, a massive explosion destroyed a nine-story apartment building in 
Moscow (shown), killing 93. It was the second in a series of bombings blamed on Chechens, but 
which was perpetrated by the FSB. 


by William F. Jasper 


he Boston Marathon bombing 
| has focused America’s attention 
on Chechnya, a small mountain- 
ous country of 1.2 million people in the 
North Caucasus near the Caspian Sea. As 
our companion article on page 19 points 
out, current and former U.S. government 
officials, as well as media commentators 
and so-called terrorism experts, have been 
making many statements claiming that the 
Boston terror attack is intimately linked 
to the ongoing series of terror attacks that 
have been plaguing Russia for the past 
decade and a half. All are the work, it is 
alleged, of Chechen Islamic jihadists de- 
manding independence and an end to Rus- 
sian occupation of Chechnya. 

Many of the stories in the American 
press have mentioned some of the more 
spectacular terrorist incidents in Russia 
that are routinely attributed to Chechen ter- 
rorists: the 1999 bombings of a shopping 
mall and apartment buildings; the 2002 
siege of Moscow’s Dubrovka Theater; and 
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the 2004 Beslan school massacre. These 
and other terror attacks, we are being told, 
demonstrate that Russia and the United 
States are facing the same vicious enemy 
and we must put aside our differences and 
unite against the common foe. 

However, what do the known facts from 
the cited terror cases in Russia actually 
show? As we have reported in THE NEw 
AMERICAN repeatedly over the past dec- 
ade (in print and online), the accumulated 
evidence very convincingly demonstrates 
that the sensational terror attacks, rather 
than being the work of Chechen terrorists, 
were actually “false flag” operations of the 
Russian intelligence services, the FSB and 
GRU, designed to serve multiple purposes 
of the Yeltsin-Putin Kremlin rulers. Those 
purposes included: 
¢ Covering up and diverting attention from 
the rampant corruption and massive theft 
of national wealth by Yeltsin, his family, 
and his cronies, which was becoming im- 
possible to conceal, both from the Russian 
people as well as foreign governments, 
journalists and investors; 


¢ Installing an unknown KGB-FSB opera- 
tive (Vladimir Putin) and providing him 
with a “cause” that would build his stature 
and rally public support around him; 

¢ Providing Putin and the Kremlin leaders 
with an excuse to make war on Chechnya 
and focus Russian public attention on an 
external threat; 

¢ Casting Russia as a victim of terror 
groups, to encourage the United States 
and Western Europe to cooperate and con- 
verge with Moscow on fighting acommon 
global terror threat. 


The Russian Apartment Bombings 

In September of 1999, a series of large ex- 
plosions hit apartment buildings in Mos- 
cow, Volgodonsk, and Buynaksk, killing 
nearly 300 people, injuring close to 1,000, 
and leaving thousands homeless. Several 
additional bombings were averted when 
explosives were discovered and disarmed 
before they detonated. Fear and outrage 
gripped the Russian public. Where and 
when would the bombers strike next? 

In an April 2002 report for the Hud- 
son Institute entitled The Shadow of Ry- 
azan: Who Was Behind the Strange Rus- 
sian Apartment Bombings in September 
1999?, David Satter, the former Russian 
correspondent for the Financial Times of 
London and now a senior fellow at the 
Hoover Institution of Stanford University, 
provided the backstory context for the 
deadly drama. He wrote: 


In August 1999, on the eve of the 
bombings, it appeared that the Yeltsin 
“family” and the rest of the corrupt 
oligarchy that ruled Russia were fac- 
ing an unavoidable day of reckoning. 
As the economic situation in Russia 
got steadily worse, Yeltsin’s approval 
rating dropped to 2 percent and an 
uneasy awareness spread among the 
persons closely connected to the Yelt- 
sin regime that their positions, their 
wealth, and possibly their freedom 
and even their lives were in jeopardy. 


Satter continued: 


By the summer of 1999, there was 
reported to be an atmosphere of near 
panic in the Kremlin, and there were 
reports that the Yeltsin “family” was 
planning provocations in Moscow, 
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Three months before the bombings, 
correspondent Jan Blomgren wrote in the 
Swedish newspaper Svenska Dagbladet 
that an option being considered by the 
Kremlin leadership was “a series of 
terror bombings in Moscow that could be 


blamed on the Chechens.” 


including acts of terror.... One such 
report, by Alexander Zhilin, which 
appeared on July 22 in Moskovskaya 
Pravda said that there was a plan to 
destabilize the atmosphere in Mos- 
cow by organizing terrorist acts, kid- 
nappings, and a war between crimi- 
nal clans. 


Zhilin’s report of the coming terror wave 
(codename “Storm in Moscow”’) appeared 
more than a month before the bombings 
began. However, even prior to Zhilin’s 
announcement, on June 6, 1999, three 
months before the bombings, correspon- 
dent Jan Blomgren wrote in the Swedish 
newspaper Svenska Dagbladet that an 
option being considered by the Kremlin 
leadership was “a series of terror bomb- 
ings in Moscow that could be blamed 
on the Chechens.” A still higher source, 
Sergei Stepashin, provides an even more 
startling confession. As reported by Pat- 
rick Cockburn, Moscow correspondent 
for the Independent (U.K.), Stepashin, 
who was interior minister and prime min- 
ister under Yeltsin, said the plan to send 
the Russian army into Chechnya “had 
been worked out in March.” In interviews 
with the daily Nezavissimaya Gazeta 
and Interfax agency, he says he played 
a central role in organizing the military 
buildup before the invasion. 

However, one of the most astounding 
and damning (and almost completely 
ignored) pieces of evidence concern- 
ing foreknowledge of the planned state- 
terror operation surfaced as a result of 
operational foul-up. On September 13, 
just hours after the second explosion 
in Moscow, Gennadiy Seleznyov of the 
Communist Party, who was speaker of 
the Duma at that time, made an extraordi- 
nary announcement: “I have just received 
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a report ... an apartment 
building in the city of Vol- 
godonsk was blown up last 
night.” The announcement 
was so extraordinary be- 
cause the Volgodonsk bomb- 
ing would not occur for an- 
other 72 hours! Someone at 
Putin’s FSB had mixed up 
memos and jumped the gun 
announcing the “Chechen” 
terror attack. 


Cui Bono? 

The Roman orator and statesman Cicero 
reminds us to always ask concerning any 
crime, “Cui bono?” — “Who benefits?’’, 
or “To whose benefit?” When applied 
to the “Chechen” bombings in Russia, 
the answers are obvious: Boris Yeltsin, 
Vladimir Putin, and the current shadowy 
Kremlin leadership. Certainly the Chech- 
en nationalists did not benefit; the attacks 
turned Russian public opinion, which was 
very negative on the costly Chechen war 
prior to the bombings, into a feverish call 
for vengeance and a patriotic appeal to 
defend the homeland against terrorists. 
Grozny, the capital of Chechnya, was 
pounded into rubble and tens of thousands 
of civilians were brutally killed. The Rus- 
sian boot was planted even more firmly 
on Chechnya’s neck. No Chechen leader 
or organization took credit for the attack. 
In fact, Chechnya’s president, Aslan Mas- 
kadov, absolutely denied any involvement 
by his government; Chechen Islamic lead- 
ers likewise denied any involvement. 


In testimony before the U.S. House 
Committee on Foreign Affairs on May 17, 
2007, David Satter explained who benefit- 
ted from the bombings. 

“With Yeltsin and his family facing 
possible criminal prosecution,” said Sat- 
ter, “a plan was put into motion to put in 
place a successor who would guarantee 
that Yeltsin and his family would be safe 
from prosecution and the criminal division 
of property in the country would not be 
subject to reexamination.” 

Satter continued: 


For “Operation Successor” to suc- 
ceed, however, it was necessary to 
have a massive provocation. In my 
view, this provocation was the bomb- 
ing in September 1999 of the apart- 
ment building bombings in Moscow, 
Buinaksk, and Volgodonsk. In the 
aftermath of these attacks, which 
claimed 300 lives, a new war was 
launched against Chechnya. Putin, 
the newly appointed prime minister 
who was put in charge of that war, 
achieved overnight popularity. Yelt- 
sin resigned early. Putin was elected 
president and his first act was to guar- 
antee Yeltsin immunity from pros- 
ecution. In the meantime, all talk of 
reexamining the results of privatiza- 
tion was forgotten. 


In his book Darkness at Dawn: The Rise 
of the Russian Criminal State (2003, Yale 
University Press), Satter amassed im- 
pressive evidence to demonstrate that the 


Putin’s rise: Russian 
President Vladimir Putin, an 
unknown career KGB/FSB 
operative, used the Chechen 
terror provocations to propel 
his political star and justify 
war on Chechnya. 
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“Chechen” terror attacks in Russia were 
indeed provocations of the Russian intel- 
ligence agencies, the FSB and the GRU. 

Since then the evidence supporting that 
thesis has, well, exploded. As Russian 
expert Amy Knight, whom the New York 
Times has described as “the West’s fore- 
most scholar” of the KGB, has written, the 
proof is now “overwhelming” that these 
terror attacks were the work of the Rus- 
sian authorities. 

Among the major works that have pro- 
vided important details about the terror 
provocations are: Blowing Up Russia: The 
Secret Plot to Bring Back KGB Terror by 
FSB defector Alexander Litvinenko and 
journalist Yuri Felshtinsky (2007); Alle- 
gations by Alexander Litvinenko (2007); 
The Assassination of Russia, a film by 
Jean-Charles Deniau, based on the book 
Blowing Up Russia; The Litvinenko File 
by BBC reporter Martin Sixsmith (2007); 
Disbelief, a documentary film by Andrei 
Nekrasov; and The Moscow Bombings of 
September 1999: Examinations of Russian 
Terrorist Attacks at the Onset of Vladimir 
Putin’s Rule by Hoover Institution Senior 
Fellow John Dunlop (2012). 

Unfortunately, none of these works 
have received the attention they deserve. 
In fact, they have been studiously ignored 
or panned by the vast majority of the me- 
dia’s terrorism “experts.” 


Ryazan: The Game Changer 

In our January 22, 2007 article, “Putin, 
Poison, and Murder,” we provided this 
brief, thumbnail sketch of “The Ryazan 
Incident”: 


On the night of September 22, 1999, 
an alert resident of an apartment 
complex in the Russian city of Ry- 
azan reported suspicious activities to 
local police. Responding, the police 
found a large quantity of hexogen 
explosive, timed to detonate at 5:30 
the next morning. They evacuated 
the building and captured some of 
the bombers, who turned out to be 
(surprise!) FSB agents. Caught red- 
handed, the FSB then claimed that 
this had been merely an “exercise” 
and the substance was not really hex- 
ogen, but sugar. Litvinenko, in his 
book and in interviews, showed that 
the planned Ryazan bombing was to 
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be the culminating incident justifying 
the invasion of Chechnya. 


At Ryazan, the bombers were caught red- 
handed; firm suspicions were now con- 
firmed with solid facts. The perpetrators 
were not shadowy Chechen terrorists, but 
FSB agents answering to Putin, the “Sav- 
ior” who was leading the war against the 
fabricated foreign enemy. 

In the space available here we can 
merely touch on a small amount of the 
overwhelming evidence that indicts the 
Russian government as the real enemy in 
the ongoing series of provocations in their 
War on Terror: 
¢ The explosives planted at the Ryazan 
apartment by the captured FSB agents 
were of the same type and followed the 
same modus operandi as in the previous 
Moscow and Volgodonsk bombings; 
¢ Ryazan police explosives specialist Yuri 
Tkachenko testified that he had conducted 
tests on the substances seized and had con- 
firmed the presence of hexogen; it was not 
sugar; 
¢ Various experts have confirmed that only 
the Russian military and intelligence ser- 
vices have access to hexogen explosives 
in Russia — it is next to impossible for 
independent terrorist groups to acquire it; 
¢ After being repeatedly blocked in at- 
tempts to get an official inquiry into Ry- 
azan, Duma members Yuri Shchekochikh- 
in and Sergei Yushenko launched their own 
independent investigation. Yushenko was 
shot dead outside his apartment, Shcheko- 
chikhin died suddenly of a mysterious “al- 
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Beslan and Basayev: 
Relatives grieve at 
the site of the 2004 
Beslan (Russia) 
school massacre, 
where more than 330 
died, including 186 
children. It was the 
most notorious act of 
Shamil Basayev. 
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lergic reaction” that was almost certainly 
an assassination by poison; 

¢ Alexander Litvinenko, the former FSB 
agent and author of Blowing Up Russia, 
was poisoned and suffered an agonizing 
and lingering death; 

¢ Anna Politkovskaya, Russia’s most fa- 
mous investigative journalist and a relent- 
less pursuer of truth concerning the Chech- 
en War, was first poisoned, but when she 
survived that, she was shot dead, execution 
style, in the elevator to her apartment; 

¢ Vladimir Romanovich, an FSB officer 
who had rented the basement room that 
was used to bomb one of the buildings, 
was suddenly run over and killed in a hit 
and run “accident” in Cyprus before he 
could talk to Duma investigators; 

¢ Mikhail Trapashkin, a former FSB offi- 
cer-turned-attorney, who was assisting the 
independent investigation, was arrested on 
trumped-up charges and planted evidence 
— and thrown into prison; 

¢ The Duma, obviously responding to 
directives from the Kremlin leadership, 
voted to seal all evidence from the Ryazan 
incident and to forbid any investigation 
into what occurred there. 


me AP Images 


Chechens or Chekists? 

The foiled Ryazan terror bombing may be 
the most well-known example of the Rus- 
sian intelligence services getting caught 
utilizing false-flag terrorist operations, 
but it is far from being an isolated inci- 
dent. In fact, anytime one hears a refer- 
ence to Chechen terrorism, it is wise to ask 
if the perpetrators are Chechens or Chek- 
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ists. Chekist refers to a member of the 
Russian intelligence service, the Cheka, 
which was established by Vladimir Lenin 
in 1917 and placed under the control of 
the infamous Felix Dzerzhinsky. “Iron 
Felix” once told his Chekists: “We stand 
for organized terror.” And terrorize the 
Russian people he did. The Cheka evolved 
into the KGB and now the FSB. Putin and 
his fellow KGB/FSB agents still refer to 
themselves as Chekists — and they still 
stand for organized terror. 

One of the most important Chechen/ 
Chekist terrorists throughout the 1990s 
and until his death in 2006 was Shamil Ba- 
sayev. Basayev, reportedly, was one of the 
military supporters who came to the aid 
of Boris Yeltsin on the barricades around 
the Russian White House when Yeltsin 
was under siege by the “hardliners” in 
August 1991. He was placed in charge 
of a “Chechen Battalion” and sent to aid 
Russian forces in the Nagorno-Karabakh 
conflict and the Georgian-Abkhazian 
conflict, both in 1992. According to the 
Russian newspapers Rossiyskaya Gazeta 
and Novaya Gazeta, as well as the U.K. 
paper the Independent, Shamil Basayev 
and his brother Shirvani were agents of 
the GRU, Russian military intelligence. 
They received their arms, training, and as- 
signments through the GRU. However, in 
the early 1990s, Shamil supposedly con- 
verted to militant Islam and turned against 


Agent provocateur: Shamil Basayev, the most in 
GRU, Russia’s military intelligence. 
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famous “Chechen terrorist,” was an agent of the 


BOSTON BOMBING 


his former Soviet-Russian comrades. But 
the evidence points to the conclusion that 
the conversion was a cover to enable him 
to work as an agent provocateur. 

On August 3, 1999, the Russian news- 
paper Versiya published an article that re- 
ported, according to their sources in French 
intelligence, that Shamil Basayev attended 
a secret meeting in Beaulieu, France, near 
Monaco at the luxury villa of arms dealer 
Adnan Khashoggi. It was at this meeting, 
in July 1999, allegedly, where the apart- 
ment bombing terror plot and the inva- 
sion of Chechnya were planned. The key 
person Basayev was reported to have met 
with was GRU operative Anton Surikov, 
a top planner of sabotage under Yevgeny 
Primakov, the former Russian prime min- 
ister and former head of the KGB/FSB — 
and best known as the Kremlin’s “Middle 
East terror master’ during the Soviet era. 
Alexander Litvinenko analyzes the Ver- 
siya story and other evidence concerning 
the Surikov-Basayev-GRU connection in 
his book Blowing Up Russia. 

Basayev and/or terrorists reputedly 
under his command carried out a number 
of notorious attacks throughout the Rus- 
sian Federation, the most infamous being 
the Beslan school hostage crisis, which 
turned into the grizzly Beslan massacre. 
It ended with 334 hostages killed, includ- 
ing 186 children. Beslan not only provided 
Putin with an enormous political boost at 
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home, but a very large sympathy lobby 
internationally. His supporters in the U.S. 
media and academia would argue that we 
must not be too squeamish and demanding 
concerning his stamping on human rights 
because, after all, he’s dealing with the 
likes of Shamil Basayev, murderer of the 
Beslan children. 

As with the apartment bombings, no 
inquiries into the many troubling facts 
and conflicting official stories about the 
Beslan massacre were allowed. 

What bearing does all of this have on 
our current relations with Russia in respect 
to cooperation on combatting terrorism in 
general and concerning the Tsarnaev broth- 
ers, the accused perpetrators of the Boston 
Marathon bombing? It is very central to 
it. From information that is now publicly 
available, Russian authorities have been 
less than forthcoming concerning what- 
ever information they had concerning the 
Tsarnaev brothers and their connections to 
Dagestan and Chechnya. Moreover, most 
of the key Kremlin leaders who orches- 
trated the Chechen terrorist provocations 
throughout Russia over the past decade 
and a half are still in power. Besides Putin, 
some of the key players include: 
¢ Nicolai Patrushev, a KGB veteran and di- 
rector of the FSB from 1999 to 2008, all of 
the critical years during which the FSB’s 
Chechen false-flag terror operations were 
most deadly. Patrushev made some of the 
most absurd public statements and ridicu- 
lous explanations in his attempts to deny 
his agency’s involvement in the bombings 
and other terrorist acts. He is now Putin’s 
secretary of the Security Council; 
¢ Yevgeny Primakov, mentioned above, 
has been a top KGB/FSB terror master for 
decades, helping to train and set in mo- 
tion generations of terrorists worldwide. 
Now in his 90s, he remains a close advisor 
to Putin, along with Henry Kissinger, on 
matters of terrorism. 
¢ Victor Ivanov, a KGB/FSB veteran who 
heads the Federal Narcotics Service of 
Russia and Aeroflot airline and who is- 
chairman of the board of the giant Almaz- 
Antei Air Defense corporation. 

Were the Tsarnaev brothers part of an 
elaborate provocation organized by the 
proven masters of provocation? The histo- 
ry of “Chechen” terror in Russia suggests 
that that scenario is not only a possibility, 
but a very strong probability. Hi 
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BOSTONBOMBING STORY 


Boston Bombing Is the Latest Globalist Pretext 


for U.S.-Russia Convergence 


The Obama-Putin plan for increased “cooperation” to “fight terror’ is a dangerous ploy 
aimed at eventually merging our intelligence agencies with those of Russia’s KGB/FSB. 


Terror partners: Presidents Putin and Obama shake hands at the G20 Summit in Mexico; the 
Boston bombing has reinvigorated the U.S.-Russian terror convergence. 


by William F. Jasper 


redictably, America’s foreign pol- 
P icy establishment is claiming that 

the Boston Marathon bombing has 
presented a golden opportunity for the 
Obama administration and Congress to 
once again “reset” our relationship with 
Russia. Almost before the smoke had 
cleared, various and sundry “experts,” led 
principally by spokesmen for the Council 
on Foreign Relations (CFR), began sound- 
ing the theme that this latest terror attack 
is proof of the need for more cooperation 
and convergence between U.S. and Rus- 
sian intelligence agencies. 

James M. Lindsay, the CFR’s senior 
vice president and director of studies, and 
Anya Schmemann, director of the CFR’s 
Task Force Program, were among the ear- 
liest out of the starting blocks with an April 
19 “Waters’ Edge” CFR blog that posited: 
“The reported identification of the Boston 
bombers as Chechens may spur increased 
U.S. support for Moscow’s approach to 
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Islamic extremism. Russia has already of- 
fered its assistance in the ongoing inves- 
tigation, and the Boston bombings will 
likely lead to increased counterterrorism 
cooperation between the two countries.” 
The following day, April 20, many news- 
papers and websites carried a Reuters story 
by Timothy Heritage with the title “Boston 
bombings — a chance for U.S.-Russia co- 
operation.” The Reuters story begins: 


Russian President Vladimir Putin 
may have been tempted to tell Barack 
Obama “T told you so” when U.S. offi- 
cials blamed two ethnic Chechens for 
the Boston Marathon bombings. He 
has long said the United States under- 
estimates the security threat posed by 
Islamist militants in Russia’s volatile 
North Caucasus, and has rejected criti- 
cism that Moscow’s use of force in the 
region has been heavy-handed. 


The Reuters story quoted Robert Legvold, 
a CFR member and regular writer for the 


CFR journal Foreign Affairs, on the like- 
ly “positive” effect the bombing would 
have on U.S.-Russian relations. Reuters 
reported: 


Robert Legvold, professor emeritus 
at Columbia University and a Rus- 
sia expert, said the events in Boston 
would help increase U.S.-Russian 
cooperation because the sides would 
share intelligence and information 
about the suspects. 

He underlined that Russia had 
been quick to rally behind Washing- 
ton after the attacks on the United 
States on September 11, 2001, and a 
similar deepening of security coop- 
eration could take place now. 

“T think in the end, the Russians 
under Putin want to keep the rela- 
tionship as constructive as possible,” 
Legvold said. “This episode is likely 
to be more positive than negative (for 
U.S.-Russian relations).” 


“The Boston bombings have led to increased 
cooperation between Washington and Mos- 
cow, a jarring shift coming amid weeks of 
rancor over American criticism of Russia’s 
human rights record,” wrote the New York 
Times team of Eric Schmitt (CFR), Michael 
S. Schmidt, and Ellen Barry on April 21. 
“Presidents Obama and Vladimir V. Putin 
spoke by telephone late Friday night, in a 
conversation initiated by the Russian side, 
the Kremlin announced.” The Kremlin’s 
statement said both leaders expressed “the 
building of close coordination between Rus- 
sian and American intelligence services in 
the battle with global terrorism.” 

“T hope the revelation of the bombers’ 
Chechen ties will, if anything, open a win- 
dow of opportunity to repair U.S.-Russia 
security cooperation,’ said Matthew Rojan- 
sky, deputy director of the Russia and Eur- 
asia program at the Carnegie Endowment, 
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which has long been a sort of sister organi- 
zation to the CFR — and always reliably 
pro-Kremlin. (CFR founder John Foster 
Dulles was chairman at Carnegie, readers 
may recall, when he brought in fellow CFR 
member — and Soviet agent — Alger Hiss 
to be president of the endowment.) 

“Now that we ourselves have experi- 
enced terror that has a North Caucasus 
dimension, it certainly gives a chance to 
revive counterterrorism cooperation,” An- 
gela Stent (CFR), director of the Center 
for Eurasian, Russian and East European 
Studies at Georgetown University, told RIA 
Novosti, one of the venerable old Kremlin 
propaganda organs that continues to serve 
Putin’s FSB as it did the Soviet KGB. 

“Putin has been making the point for 14 
years that Chechnya affects all of us,” said 
Fiona Hill in an Associated Press story on 
April 23. Hill, formerly the White House’s 
national intelligence officer for Russia 
under Obama and President George W. 
Bush, is a CFR member. In 2005, Hill 
was the lead author of a Carnegie Endow- 
ment study entitled “A Spreading Danger: 
Time for a New Policy Toward Chech- 
nya,” which claimed, “President Putin has 
provided an opening for a more positive 
Western role in the region by informing 
German Chancellor Gerhard Schroeder of 
his desire for active Western involvement 
in the economic development of the North 
Caucasus region.” 

The proper U.S. response to this gen- 
erous offer from Putin, said the Carnegie 
experts, “should involve both Western 
state aid organizations and international 
financial institutions, like the Interna- 
tional Monetary Fund, the World Bank, 
and the European Bank for Reconstruc- 
tion and Development.” They envision a 
massive aid program for the region that 
would “include restoring transport and 
communications links, improving social 
infrastructure like housing and electricity, 
creating new educational institutions,” etc. 

The above-mentioned Carnegie report 
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also warned that “the next 
soft target of North Cauca- 
sian terrorism could be a 
Western one,” a seemingly 
prescient prediction of the 
Boston bombing. The call 
is not so prescient, however, 
when one takes into consid- 
eration that Carnegie has 
close ties to Putin’s FSB and may have 
been presetting the convergence response 
dial in concert with Kremlin strategists 
who already had terror provocations 
planned. The Carnegie Endowment is 
uniquely situated for this function, with 
a large presence in Russia at the Endow- 
ment’s Moscow Center run by Dmitri 
Trenin, a disciple of KGB deception strat- 
egist Georgiy Arbatov. Even the choice of 
the name “Moscow Center” for Carnegie’s 
facility in Moscow is significant; the Carn- 
egie hands who established it would have 
known that “Moscow Center” has become 
a standard metonym in spycraft for the 
central headquarters of the KGB/FSB. It 
was popularized as the nickname for the 
KGB strategists in the spy novels of John 
le Carre. The name is especially apropos 
here, inasmuch as Carnegie’s Moscow 
Center is integrally tied into Putin’s ruling 
clique, as well as other KGB/FSB opera- 
tions, such as the Gorbachev Foundation. 


Glaring “Oversight” 

None of the many commentaries we’ve 
read lately by these so-called experts have 
pointed out that many of the most notori- 
ous “Chechen” terror incidents in Russia 
over the past two decades have been con- 
vincingly exposed as false-flag operations 
orchestrated by Putin’s FSB. 

The CFR’s website features a “back- 
grounder” on Chechnya entitled “Chechen 
Terrorism (Russia, Chechnya, Separatist)” 
that lists all the usual terror incidents in 
Russia referred to in our major media and 
attributed to Chechens: the Moscow apart- 
ment bombings, the Dubrovka Theater hos- 
tage crisis, the Beslan school massacre, etc. 
No mention at all that many of these events 
have been shown to be provocations or- 
chestrated by Vladimir Putin and Russia’s 
intelligence agencies. This has been estab- 
lished beyond doubt particularly in the case 
of the Moscow apartment bombings, often 
referred to as “Russia’s equivalent of 9/11.” 

The problem is that the CFR “experts” 
have stubbornly chosen to ignore the 
mountains of evidence that conflict with 
their convergence agenda. This is espe- 
cially obvious considering that an exhaus- 
tive new examination and compilation of 
that evidence, The Moscow Bombings of 
September 1999, by Hoover Institution 
Scholar John Dunlop, was published last 
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Lone wolves or FSB/FBI assets? The Tsarnaev brothers, Dzhokhar (second from left, with 
white, backward baseball cap) and Tamerlan (third from left), are seen in a crowd scene from 


the Boston Marathon. 
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year. Amy Knight, a genuine Soviet-Rus- 
sian expert, whom the New York Times 
has described as “the West’s foremost 
scholar” of the KGB, says of Dunlop’s 
book: “The evidence he provides makes an 
overwhelming case that Russian authorities 
were complicit in these horrific attacks.” 
(See our companion article on page 15.) 

This writer agrees with Knight. And 
if the evidence is “overwhelming” that 
“Russian authorities,” i.e., Putin and 
Company, were indeed “complicit in 
these horrific attacks,” then why are these 
incidents being cited repeatedly as rea- 
sons why we must “unite,” “cooperate,” 
and “converge” with Putin and Compa- 
ny on security and terrorism concerns? 
Are we supposed to be so fearful of the 
Chechen provocations that we embrace 
the provocateurs? Apparently so. 

As just one example of the global ripple 
effect of the CFR’s policy line, we can 
take a look at an April 19 article from the 
Independent in the U.K. entitled “From 
Boston to Chechnya to Moscow: the chain 
of terror that unites US and Russia.” The 
article’s subtitle tells us: “Fear of Islamic 
extremism is a rare bridging link between 
the US and Russia.” Somewhere around 
50 percent of the article is composed of 
quotes from or references to the CFR 
backgrounder report we mentioned earlier, 
“Chechen Terrorism.” 

The Independent cites a British terror- 
ism expert, Professor Simon Bennett, who 
has reliably absorbed the CFR party line 
— and who also seems to share the CFR’s 
imperviousness to the overwhelming evi- 
dence that the “Chechen” terrorist events 
are actually Russian FSB instigations. The 
Independent piece tells readers: 


The United States may have become 
a target for Chechen terrorists in the 
wake of the harrowing Beslan school 
hostage crisis nearly 10 years ago, an 
expert explained today. 

The world watched in horror in 
2004 as armed Islamic separatist 
militants, some Chechen, occupied a 
school in Beslan, North Ossetia, and 
killed more than 380 people. 

Security expert Simon Bennett 
said the tragedy bridged a gap be- 
tween the US and Russia by estab- 
lishing a mutual threat — funda- 
mental Islamic terrorism. 
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Secretary of State Madeleine Albright (shown) 


met in January 2001 with Russian Foreign 


Minister Igor Ivanov. The duo penned a 2012 New York Times op-ed for U.S.-Russian 


convergence on security. 


Dr Bennett, director of the Civil 
Safety and Security Unit at the Uni- 
versity of Leicester, said: “One of the 
few things in the past five or 10 years 
that has brought the Russians and the 
US closer together is the perceived 
threat from Islamic terrorism.” 


Terrormasters as Partners 
That America’s preeminent think tanks and 
foreign policy “experts” can be proposing 
an alliance with the Kremlin to combat 
terrorism, with virtually nary a peep in 
Opposition to this scheme, is incredible 
— and deplorable. It also speaks volumes 
about the subversive impact of the CFR’s 
dominance of policy debate over the past 
few decades. It is as if a chorus of experts 
proposed that the FBI and Justice Depart- 
ment enter into a partnership with all of 
the recognized heads of Mafia families for 
a joint operation against organized crime 
— and not a single objection was raised in 
opposition to the absurd proposition. 
There is no question that the scourge 
of terrorism in the 20th century was the 
creation of the Soviet Union’s intelligence 
services, the KGB and GRU. Important 
defectors from the Soviet intelligence ser- 
vices and their bloc allies, such as Ana- 
toliy Golitsyn, Alexander Litvinenko, Ion 
Pacepa, Petr Deriabin, and Jan Sejna, as 
well as documents from the Soviet secret 
archives and public admissions by former 
Soviet officials, have confirmed what re- 


sponsible scholars of terrorism have al- 
ways recognized, to wit, that international 
terrorism could scarcely have existed dur- 
ing its heyday of the 1960s through the 
1980s absent the crucial aid and direction 
provided by the Soviet Union. 

Among those in the West who did 
the most to expose this truth — through 
books, film documentaries, speeches, 
newsletters and/or official investigations 
and reports — were Claire Sterling, Pierre 
de Villemarest, Hilaire du Berrier, Count 
Alexandre de Marenches, and Congress- 
men Lawrence P. McDonald and John 
Ashbrook. 

Even more important to the issue today 
is the fact that the Kremlin’s terror spon- 
sorship did not cease with the name change 
from the Soviet Union (USSR) to Russia 
and the Commonwealth of Independent 
States (CIS). Yuri Andropov, the longest- 
serving head of the KGB (1967-1982) was 
most directly responsible for launching the 
global wave of terror. He went on to be- 
come general secretary of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union and chairman 
of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of 
the USSR. 

Vladimir Putin and a large contingent of 
his retinue are all Andropov protégés who 
publicly venerate Andropov as their hero. 
They not only have continued Andropov’s 
Soviet terror strategy, but have dramati- 
cally expanded Andropov’s strategic de- 
ception of creating “Islamic” terror groups 
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to carry out acts that not only will not be 
attributed to Russia, but which can be used 
to create the perception that Russia and the 
West face a mutual threat and must coop- 
erate to defeat a common enemy. Hamas, 
Hezbollah, PLO, PFLP, PKK, al-Qaeda, 
Taliban, Abu Sayyaf, Hizb ut-Tahrir, Is- 
lamic Jihad, and numerous other “Islamic” 
terrorist organization have long Kremlin 
pedigrees stretching from Andropov’s 
KGB to Putin’s FSB. We have provided 
extensive details concerning this ongoing 
terror connection in a number of articles 
in THE NEw AMERICAN, many of which 
are available online. (See, for example: 
“Behind Islamic Terror,’ ““The Real Terror 
Paymasters,” and “Who’s Who in Terror- 
ism,” all from September 3, 2007; “Putin, 
Poison, and Murder,” January 22, 2007; 
“Russian Red Jihad,’ October 10, 2012; 
and “Hizb ut-Tahrir: KGB-FSB Connec- 
tion?” July 24, 2009.) 


Continuous Convergence Path 
The proposal for U.S.-Russia 
cooperation and convergence in 
military and intelligence matters 
for the purpose of fighting terror- 
ism is not new; in fact, it has been 
building in fits and starts for de- 
cades, always under the tutelage 
of the CFR, assisted by folks at 
Brookings, Carnegie, Rand, and 
other similarly minded globalist 
think tanks. As THE NEw Ame_ri- 
CAN reported in extensive stories 
in 1996 (“Russia’s Global Crime 
Cartel”) and 1997 (“Crackdown 
on ‘Extremism’”) by William 
Norman Grigg, the Clinton ad- 
ministration’s FBI Director Louis 
Freeh kicked off this effort in a big 
way, declaring, “All of the former 
Cold War adversaries should also 
consider reprogramming person- 
nel and technologies to the fight 
against criminals and terrorists.” 
We reported then that “under 
Freeh’s leadership, the FBI, 
which was once the dreaded 
enemy of the Soviet KGB, has 
embraced the KGB’s successor 
organizations as ‘partners’ in 
combating the global menace of 
terrorism and organized crime. 
On July 4, 1994, Freeh and Ser- 
gei Stepashin of Russia’s Federal 
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Security Service (FSB) signed an accord 
outlining joint training and enforcement 
efforts. But the groundwork for this de- 
velopment was laid several years ear- 
lier through the work of the “U.S.-Soviet 
Task Force to Prevent Terrorism,’ which 
brought together ‘retired’ KGB and CIA 
officials to encourage superpower col- 
laboration against terrorism.” 

That U.S.-Soviet task force, which got 
under way in the last days of the Reagan 
administration and was fully launched in 
the early days of the George H.W. Bush 
administration, produced a report entitled 
Common Ground on Terrorism: Soviet- 
American Cooperation Against the Poli- 
tics of Terror. Naturally, the CFR’s jour- 
nal, Foreign Affairs, gave it a glowing 
review, and CFR members in the Bush and 
Clinton administrations began implement- 
ing its recommendations. 

Over the past several years, the CFR 
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Comrade criminal: KGB careerist Nikolai Patrushev, who 
succeeded Putin as head of the KGB/FSB, says the United States 

and Russia must join in a “co-ordinated and determined effort” to 
defeat terrorism. 


convergence artists and their Soviet coun- 
terparts have sought to spur the process 
on. On December 30, 2012, former Sec- 
retary of State Madeleine Albright (CFR) 
and former Russian Foreign Minister Igor 
Ivanov joined to co-write an op-ed for the 
New York Times (the CFR’s premier propa- 
ganda fount) entitled “A New Agenda for 
U.S.-Russia Cooperation.” The Albright- 
Ivanov production averred that “American 
and Russian interests converge on a num- 
ber of significant and timely issues,” and 
called on Presidents Obama and Putin to 
“act together to strengthen global security 
in general and pave the way for a more 
stable and predictable world.” 

Another of the many stunning exam- 
ples of the convergence choir in operation 
is an op-ed for the Guardian by Nikolai 
Patrushev, Putin’s successor as FSB chief 
and now secretary of the Russian Security 
Council. Entitled “Russia and the US: a 
Fresh Start,” Patrushev’s April 
4, 2010 piece was subtitled: “In 
this post-cold war era we can 
refocus our energies and co-op- 
erate in cutting nuclear weap- 
ons and confronting terrorism.” 
According to this Putin aide, 
“Once cold war foes, Russia 
and the west are today united 
in facing a very real terror- 
ist threat that more than ever 
requires a joint, co-ordinated 
and determined effort to defeat 
it.” Bloomberg Businessweek 
(a CFR corporate member) 
picked up the story and spread 
it worldwide. 

As if the loss of liberties, the 
increasing militarization of our 
law enforcement, and the dra- 
matic buildup of the surveillance 
state since 9/11 are not already 
sufficiently alarming, imagine 
how much worse it might get 
if KGB/FSB-style “security” 
were fully implemented here. 
We are rapidly moving in that 
direction, and unless Congress 
receives a clear message from 
the American people and acts 
to halt this treachery, it is very 
likely that we could “converge” 
formally into that hellish sys- 
tem, with our new ally Putin, in 
the not-too-distant future. 
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Audit the Internet Sales Tax 


The Senate recently passed the “Marketplace Fairness Act” to require online sellers to 
pay sales taxes. Is this really “fair,” and how will it affect the marketplace? 


Comparison shopping for many customers now means searching online while browsing in a 
“brick-and-mortar” store. 


by Jack Kenny 


he U.S. Senate on May 6, by a 
| lopsided vote of 69-27, passed the 
Marketplace Fairness Act of 2013, 
otherwise known as the Internet Sales Tax. 
The bill will, say its supporters, “level the 
playing field” between online sellers and 
“brick-and-mortar” retailers by authoriz- 
ing states to require sellers outside their 
jurisdiction to collect and remit taxes on 
sales to customers within their states. Op- 
ponents describe it as a bureaucratic and 
administrative nightmare, in addition to 
being a costly burden to remote sellers 
who would have to collect and send to the 
states taxes charged by more than 9,000 
taxing jurisdictions within the United 
States and its territories. 

Passage is by no means certain in the 
Republican-controlled House, where most 
GOP members have signed the Americans 
for Tax Reform pledge against voting for 
new or increased taxes. Proponents claim 
the measure would not impose new taxes, 
since many states already have laws, often 
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called a “use fee,” requiring residents who 
make tax-free purchases from out-of-state 
vendors to report the transaction and pay 
the in-state tax or taxes. Few people do, 
however, and the reality is that if the bill 
becomes law, people buying online will 
be paying more to cover the cost of their 
state and — depending on where they live 
— local, county, and even school district 
sales taxes. 

Supporters of the bill, including some 
293 business, professional, and trade 
union organizations listed on market- 
placefairness.org, say it’s only fair to 
require the distant seller to charge cus- 
tomers in any state the same tax that the 
in-state retailer pays. Sales are often lost 
at local stores, they say, when customers 
engage in a practice called “showroom- 
ing” — examining, trying out, and ask- 
ing questions about a product at a local 
store, then ordering the identical product 
online. On a recent broadcast of the PBS 
News Hour, Rachelle Bernstein, vice 
president and tax counsel with the Na- 
tional Retail Federation, told host Gwen 


Ifill about customers at an upscale Mary- 
land shoe store doing just that: 


Bernstein: They will be as bold as to, 
in that store, pull out their telephone 
and order those shoes online after 
they’ve identified what they need. 


Ifill: To save the taxes? 
Bernstein: To save the taxes. 


Jay Goltz, owner of five small businesses 
in Chicago, supports the Marketplace 
Fairness Act, but says the tax factor is 
often exaggerated in assessing the cost of 
online versus traditional retail selling. 

“Web retailers don’t have to pay com- 
missions, and they don’t pay people to 
stand around and wait for the opportunity 
to serve customers,” Goltz wrote in a re- 
cent edition of his “You’re the Boss” blog. 
“But much of this cost advantage [for the 
business] can disappear if the site offers 
free shipping.” The online seller doesn’t 
pay for showroom space or parking lot for 
his customers, but there are other expens- 
es that might not be on the ledger of the 
“brick-and-mortar” store. 

“As aretailer who sells both on the Web 
and off, I can assure you that competing 
on the Web is not free,” Goltz wrote. “The 
cost of building and maintaining a Web 
site can easily eat up whatever savings 
you enjoy paying warehouse rent instead 
of retail rent.” The bill exempts compa- 
nies with annual gross sales of less than 
$1 million. It also requires each state that 
enacts legislation for collecting taxes 
from out-of-state sellers to meet “mini- 
mum simplification requirements.” They 
include a “single entity” within the state 
responsible for all state and local sales 
and use tax administration, return pro- 
cessing, and audits. And the state must 
supply the remote seller with software, 
free of charge, for calculating the state 
taxes. The “simplification” eliminates the 
need to file separate returns with each of 
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the 9,646 tax jurisdictions in the country. 
And that’s not all, given the way the bill 
defines “State” 


The term “State” means each of the 
several States, the District of Colum- 
bia, the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico, Guam, American Samoa, the 
United States Virgin Islands, the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mar- 
iana Islands, and any other territory 
or possession of the United States. 


In other words, the seller could be pay- 
ing taxes and filing monthly or quarterly 
returns to any number of the more than 
half a hundred taxing entities within the 
United States and among its territories, 
and be subject to audit by each of them. 
Even selling to customers within the five 
states that charge no sales tax (Alaska, 
Delaware, New Hampshire, Montana, and 
Oregon) can present tax-collecting com- 
plications. Alaska does not levy a sales 
tax, but permits municipalities to do so. 

“So a business owner in New Hamp- 
shire — which has no sales tax — send- 
ing a fishing pole to a customer in Juneau, 
Alaska, would have to collect a 5 percent 
sales tax, but would charge no sales tax to 
the buyer in Denali Borough,” wrote Sarah 
Parnass at abcnews.com. 

The bill has spawned some unusual al- 
liances. Amazon.com, the world’s largest 
online retailer, has opposed the legislation 
in years past, but is now in league with “big 
box” chain stores like Walmart, Best Buy, 
and Home Depot in supporting the current 


bill. Opponents say Amazon is better able 
than many of its smaller online competi- 
tors to pay the accountants and tax lawyers 
needed to deal with the various state tax 
codes and sees this as an opportunity to 
burden the competition. But the company 
has added several warehouse and distribu- 
tion centers in recent years and is already 
paying sales tax in a number of states where 
it has a physical presence, as the U.S. Su- 
preme Court has ruled that a state may tax 
the sales of a particular seller as long as that 
seller has a physical presence in the state. 

The converse is also true: In 1992, the 
court ruled against North Dakota’s attempt 
to collect taxes from Quill Corporation in 
Delaware, based on Quill’s mail-order 
sales of office supplies to North Dakota 
customers. “None of its employees work 
or reside in North Dakota,” Justice John 
Paul Stevens wrote for the court, “and 
its ownership of tangible property in that 
State is either insignificant or nonexis- 
tent.” In ruling for Quill, the court invoked 
the Interstate Commerce Clause. “Under 
the Articles of Confederation, State taxes 
and duties hindered and suppressed in- 
terstate commerce; the Framers intended 
the Commerce Clause as a cure for these 
structural ills.” At the same time, the court, 
in a rare deference to legislative author- 
ity, ruled that Congress may, by its power 
under the Commerce Clause, permit such 
“ills” if it so chooses. 

“Accordingly, Congress is now free to 
decide whether, when, and to what extent 
the States may burden interstate mail order 
concerns with a duty to collect use taxes” 


Amazon.com, the world’s largest online seller, moves merchandise from a growing number of 
distribution centers. 
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That part of the decision appears to run 
counter to a stipulation found in Article I, 
Section 9 of the Constitution of the United 
States: “No tax or duty shall be laid on any 
article imported from any State.” 

The court has found in earlier rulings 
on efforts to tax remote sellers the need 
for a “nexus” between a tax imposed and 
services provided to those taxed. A seller 
not residing in the state with no “tangible 
property” or sales agents there has little 
to no claim on the services the state or 
its subdivisions provide. Dan Crippen, 
executive director of the National Gover- 
nors Association, has argued that services 
the Internet sellers should help pay for 
include “state roads for the delivery of 
their products, plus the protections of the 
state court systems to enforce business 
contracts.” State and local sales taxes, 
however, go to provide a much wider 
range of services that are of no benefit to 
the remote seller. 

Sen. Ron Wyden (D-Ore.) hails from 
a state that charges no sales tax, and he 
does not wish to see his constituents 
forced to collect taxes for other states. 
In cosponsoring a “Sense of the Senate” 
resolution opposing an Internet sales tax 
in 2011, Wyden said: 


A state can force an in-state store to 
collect and remit sales tax because 
that store benefits from state services. 
But Virginia isn’t going to send the 
fire department to help out an online 
retailer operating out of a living room 
in Oregon. 


The exemption for gross sales of under 
$1 million will exclude from the tax all 
but a few online sellers, proponents of 
the bill say, but small businesses looking 
to grow with their online sales may be 
discouraged from starting or remaining 
in job-creating businesses if faced with 
the prospect of collecting taxes for, and 
facing tax audits from, 50 or more tax 
authorities year after year. Online en- 
trepreneurs and their potential investors 
might find other pursuits if the prophecy 
of Dan Holler of the conservative Heri- 
tage Foundation comes true. 

“With the way the bill is going to 
work,” said Holler, “people are going to 
end up calling it the Tax Audits from Hell 
Act of 2013.” 
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The New American 


on Iran, Arab Spring US. Aid, Sound Money, and More 


This Israeli leader believes that his country and people should determine their own path 
— anew path, without the coercion of the United States — at home and abroad. 


Tue New American foreign correspondent Alex Newman (right) interviewed Deputy Knesset Speaker 
Moshe Feiglin at his office in Jerusalem regarding Iran, the Arab Spring, U.S. aid, and more. 


by Alex Newman 


of the Israeli Knesset (Parliament) 
Moshe Feiglin, who leads the Man- 
higut Yehudit (the Jewish Leadership) fac- 
tion of the ruling Likud Party, spoke to THE 
New AMERICAN’S Alex Newman in late 
April during an interview at the Knesset in 
Jerusalem. While a controversial figure in 
Israel and still relatively unknown abroad 
after his successful election in January, the 
new lawmaker has developed a strong fol- 
lowing among liberty-minded Jews. 
However, MK Feiglin has also come 
under fire for statements about Arabs and 
Muslims perceived as incendiary — espe- 
cially the idea that Israel should encour- 
age non-Jews to emigrate, using financial 
incentives in an effort to create a more 
Jewish state. The war veteran and former 
army captain, also a father of five, shared 
his thoughts on the role of Israel in the 
world and much more. 


J ii ise — Deputy Speaker 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


How serious is the 

threat from Iran? What should be done 
about it? Does America have any role, or 
is this just Israel’s problem? 
MK Moshe Feiglin: The Israeli strategy 
is a mistake. I think our prime minister 
is probably the most capable man to do 
what needs to be done, but I have a differ- 
ent point of view on the strategy that needs 
to be taken over here. It seems like today 
Israel is focusing on making the issue a 
problem of the whole world, not only Is- 
rael, and I think it’s a mistake. I think we 
should do exactly the opposite. It should 
start and end for us as an Israeli issue that 
is our responsibility to solve. 

We are not spread in the Diaspora any- 
more. We are a sovereign country. When 
somebody is threatening a new holocaust 
on the state of Israel, it is very important 
to make it very clear that we are those 
who are taking responsibility for our own 
security and we are those who are going 
to solve the problem by ourselves. It is a 


crucial message. In the past Israel knew, 
but somewhere along the way we forgot it. 

I think that when Ahmadinejad first — I 
think about eight years ago, or 10 years ago, 
I don’t remember exactly when — but the 
first time that he came with this idea of the 
destruction of the state of Israel, just talking 
about it, I think the world was expecting a 
very immediate reaction — a military reac- 
tion — from Israel. When it was not done, 
the result of it was that the delegitimization 
of the state of Israel all over the world rose 
up, because when you are not willing to pay 
a price to keep your existence, when you 
show dependence on others to do the job for 
you, you lose your legitimacy to exist. It is 
true with every state, but much more than 
that with the state of the Jews. 

If you ask me what should be done, 
first of all I want to explain that I see the 
delegitimization of Israel in the world — 
in the universities of England and France, 
and some of the universities in the United 
States as well, in the West — I see that as 
a bigger threat than the atomic bomb, than 
the nuclear threat. We should learn from 
our own Holocaust 70 years ago: The Ho- 
locaust did not start in 1939; it started with 
the speeches in the Reichstag of the Third 
Reich in 1933 until the war. Those speeches 
led to delegitimization, to a question mark, 
to arise about the right of the Jew to exist. 

Those speeches of Ahmadinejad led to 
the question mark above the right of the 
state of Israel to exist. You can see the 
connection between Ahmadinejad, the 
fact that Israel did not react, and this ques- 
tion mark above our legitimacy to exist, 
and you can see that it comes all together, 
that’s the connection. When the delegiti- 
mization was there all over Europe, the 
Holocaust was able to happen. So I see 
that — those speeches, the fact that the 
leader of a big country, a member of the 
UN, speaking like that and not being pun- 
ished by us right away — as a bigger prob- 
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lem than the nuclear weapon itself. 

Now, if you ask me how Israel should 
react — what Israel should do, should 
we bomb Iran, what kind of reaction we 


should have — I think the answer is that 
we should think outside of the box. We 
got used to the idea of soldiers and people 
paying the price for the cruelness of lead- 
ers, and this is the wrong way to look at it. 
I think that when a leader is saying that Is- 
rael, the Jews, don’t have a right to breathe 
the air on the globe, he himself should lose 
that right. In other words, what I’m saying 
is that Iran is not the target, not even the 
nuclear reactors are the target. 

Obviously it’s going to be very hard 
and complicated to deal with that also, 
and it’s going to cost a big price in Israeli 
soldiers and pilots and so on. The target 
should be the regime — the target should 
be the leaders; the target should be Ahma- 
dinejad himself. We should ask ourselves 
how many millions would not have lost 
their lives if the Western world would 
have understood that concept with Hitler 
and acted at the right time. 


TNA: What are your thoughts, gener- 
ally speaking, on the Arab Spring? What 
does it mean for Israel, and for the world? 
Considering that the Muslim Brotherhood 
came to power in Egypt and that there is 
a very real risk that anti-Israel and anti- 
West Islamic extremists might take over 
Syria, what are your thoughts on Egypt 
and Syria specifically? 

Feiglin: Our problem is that we’re trying 
to force our Western way of thinking on 
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reality, and it doesn’t work. Reality has its 
own logic, and it is usually not our Western, 
scientific — and I would add Christian 
logic. It works differently. The world works 
differently than what we try to force on it. It 
seems like God has His own will in the way 
He runs history. What do I mean? 

Right after World War I, the empires — 
basically England and France — decided 
to force the concept of a modern national 
state on the Middle East, on the Arab na- 
tion all over the Middle East. They took 
a ruler and drew a straight line between 
Egypt and Sudan, between Syria and Iraq, 
and they created new countries and put 
some puppets as leaders. Out of nowhere, 
they took a civilization — the Muslim 
Arab civilization — and forced a Western 
concept of the modern national state on it. 

Those 22 Arab countries that were 
created this way — of course they were 
supposed to serve the empire. It was a 
new version of the old imperialism of 
the time before World War I — those 22 
Arab countries were never real countries, 
and they never will be. This makes a big 
joke out of the concept of creating an- 
other Arab country, a so-called Palestin- 
ian country. 

However, when the riots started in Tu- 
nisia, later on in Egypt, those Western 
minded immediately spoke about the Arab 
Spring, thinking that here we are dealing 
with a Western country fighting for its 
freedom, which was ridiculous. I immedi- 
ately understood what was going on, but it 
took the world another three years to real- 
ize that it’s not what’s going on. 


What we really see is that the Arab na- 
tion, the Arab world, is getting back to its 
basic way it’s built, which means this Arab- 
Islamic culture is not built to function in 
a state. There are tribes, there is one huge 
nation, but the concept of a state does not fit 
their way of thinking — that culture. 

So, it’s going to continue, and we are 
going to see one big Gaza all around us. 
There will be no return address for the 
missiles that will fall here from Syria, or 
from Jordan, or Iraq, or from anywhere 
else. It’s going to be exactly the same as 
Gaza, like the Hezbollah in Lebanon; they 
are not countries and they never were. 

Now, there are three forces in the Mid- 
dle East that can take responsibility for 
the situation and actually save the Middle 
East. None of them is Arabic. There are 
two leaders looking to be the new Saladin 
that unites the Arab nation behind them, 
taking the new opportunity and becoming 
the new Saladin. 

One of them of course is Ahmadinejad, 
and the other is [Turkish Prime Minister 
Recep Tayyip] Erdogan. Neither of them 
is Arabic, both are Muslim but not Ara- 
bic. The way to do it is to fight against the 
Jews — when you fight against the Jews, 
you unite the Arabs behind you. That is 
what explains both countries’ activism 
against Israel, each one in a different way 
but making very clear to the Arab people 
that they are in a war against Israel. 

The third country that can take over 
the Middle East and take responsibility, 
and make the Middle East flourish, is, of 
course, Israel itself. But the Israelis don’t 
have those kinds of ideas anywhere in the 
horizon of their mind, right, so we’re stuck 
with these two options. 


TNA: What are your thoughts on Obama’s 
Middle East policy and his attitude toward 
Israel versus, for example, the administra- 
tion’s policy on the Muslim Brotherhood 
in Egypt, which is receiving F-16s and 
tanks, or the Islamist rebels in various 
countries receiving U.S. aid? 
Feiglin: It was obvious in the first years of 
Obama diplomacy that the strategy was to 
throw your dice on the Muslim side — it 
was very obvious. Today I don’t know if 
there is a strategy at all. Time will tell. But 
what counts is not Obama’s strategy; what 
counts is Israel’s strategy. 

I think we live in a great time of oppor- 
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tunity. It’s not about Obama, it’s not about 
— with all due respect — it’s not about 
any other country, it’s about ourselves. We 
should make a strategy that fits our interests. 


What should the relationship be be- 

tween the U.S. government and the Israeli 
government? 
Feiglin: The fact that the United States of 
America and Israel have common values is 
not just lip service — it’s true, it’s very true 
and it should be developed. As strong mor- 
ally and militarily and economically as Isra- 
el will be, the connection and our ability to 
become a real good ally to the United States 
will grow. So we should focus on that. 

I don’t know what’s going to hap- 
pen with America — I’m more worried 
about America than about Israel. I know it 
sounds maybe a little bit crazy. However, 
we are a nation of 3,300 years. We have 
our little ups and downs over our history, 
but it seems like physically we are stron- 
ger than ever. 

History shows that big empires fall, and 
it doesn’t look like America today is on the 
rise. So there’s more — from my historical 
understanding — there’s more to worry 
about now for America than about Israel. 
I think — and again, excuse me for saying 
so — I think America needs Israel not any 
less than Israel needs America. 

I know it sounds a bit funny because 
we are maybe seven million people; the 
Americans are almost 350 million people. 
But even though I’m aware of the num- 
bers, I’m still saying what I’m saying 
because I think that Israel carries moral 
weight, and also technological and stra- 
tegic and territorial weight, that is much 
bigger than its size. 

Yes, I would like to see America com- 
ing out of its problems.... I’m totally 
against this [U.S. foreign] aid [to Israel]. It 
cannot be when, first of all, the Americans 
are standing in line like two or three miles 
in the snow to get a job. To get any kind 
of aid from America when, economically, 
we are in a much, much better position 
doesn’t look moral to me. 

But it’s much more than that. This aid 
is not in our favor, not economically, not 
militarily, not in any way. This aid serves 
psychological purposes, not anything else. 
We are talking about 1.5 percent of our 
income, of what Israel is producing — we 
can definitely deal without it. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


AP Images 


A former GOP presidential candi- 
date, Ron Paul, argued that the U.S. gov- 
ernment is actually using this foreign aid 
to obtain leverage over the Israeli gov- 
ernment when Israel should be thinking 
about its own interests rather than what 
Washington thinks. What do you think? 
Feiglin: I 100 percent agree. 


The United Nations has a tendency 

to create resolutions condemning Israel. 
What do you think about that? 
Feiglin: Well, tomorrow I’m having here 
in the Knesset a gathering of a few Knes- 
set members and we’re having an official 
hearing on Chinese refugees from China 
— they are cutting their organs out over 
there from their own people and selling 
them. What happened under the commu- 
nist regime in China is horrible. Human 
rights all over the world is the issue. We 
should deal with it, Israel, as a Jewish 
state, should deal with it. 

We are the people that brought the 
Bible to the world. We have a moral 
message to the world. That’s the real 
reason for our existence, and when we 
are being attacked on those issues in the 
UN, I think the real reason is that, when 
we're running away from our mission in 
life, in the world, we are getting it back 
in our face. 

The international court should not be 
in The Hague, it should be in Jerusalem, 
and deep in the back of the mind, all 


Not Israel’s fast friend: President Obama’s original Middle East policy was to side with Muslims, 


cultures based on the Bible know that — 
Christians, Muslims, and the Jews. 


Beyond just the government, what is 

Israel’s role in the world as a people, as a 
nation, as a culture? 
Feiglin: I think we should focus — instead 
of on how to deal with a nation that does 
not exist, Palestinians and so on, deal- 
ing with the so-called peace process that 
brings only wars, and so on — we should 
focus on our own on developing a real 
Jewish state that radiates the moral mes- 
sage of freedom to the entire world. 

I think this potential — the old people of 
the Book that came back to the Promised 
Land have that potential in them — and I 
think the whole world, deep in their mind, 
in their soul, are waiting for that message 
to come out of Zion. I think this is the rea- 
son for the existence of the Jewish state. 


Maybe you don’t feel comfortable 
talking about America, but what are your 
thoughts on where American foreign poli- 
cy has gone? Is it appropriate? Is there a 
better way to do things? 

Feiglin: You're right that I don’t feel com- 
fortable, not because I’m afraid politically 
to say something, but I truly don’t care so 
much. If you notice, I’m saying again and 
again, it’s not about what the American 
policy is. It’s not about what they will do. 
I’m waiting to see an Israeli policy. 
When we will know and be very fair and 


A\ 


though now it is not clear that there is any strategy at all, MK Feiglin says. 


While the Israeli government currently operates a military system based on mandatory service 
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for almost everyone, MK Feiglin says the idea should be scrapped in favor of voluntary service. 


very clear what we want for ourselves, ev- 
erything will be OK — we'll have peace, 
the American policy will be very positive 
toward us, it’s all about us. 


Speaking about domestic issues, the 
word that comes to my mind is libertarian, 
even though I haven’t heard you described 
as that and I haven’t heard you describe 
yourself using that term. What are your 
thoughts on libertarianism and the idea 
that government should pretty much leave 
people alone? 

Feiglin: You see what I drew on the wall 
over there, the graffiti (points to picture 
of graffiti hanging on his office wall). Can 
you read Hebrew? What it says is “Juda- 
ism means freedom.” That’s the way I 
understand what Judaism is all about; it’s 
the message of freedom. None of us is a 
slave, we all serve one God, and there- 
fore, we cannot be slaves one to the other. 

This is the deep message that the Jew- 
ish people brought to the world, and it is 
very similar to the libertarian concept, but 
it comes from a deep faithful point. 


Translating that into policy, what 
does it mean? 
Feiglin: Everything that I do, everything 
that I’m trying to do, is to translate what 
I just said into politics. All of the files you 
see here (points to stacks of papers on vari- 
ous desks and tables), everything I’m trying 
to push ahead in Israel is exactly that: to 
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draw the lines, to draw the picture, to build 
the puzzle, of a real free Jewish state — a 
Jewish state with a message of freedom. 


So what does that mean, for exam- 
ple, for the economy? Should the govern- 
ment shrink? Should people pay less tax? 
Feiglin: Of course, of course. I’m sure 
you’ve heard of the RaMBaM [Rabbi 
Mosheh Ben Maimon, also known as Mai- 
monides], the famous Jewish philosopher 
that lived about 1,000 years ago. He was 
a doctor and a philosopher. The R83MBaM 
— he wrote all the laws, all the Jewish 
laws, in one famous book. 

When he came to the law of kings, he 
said, “What are the obligations of a king,” 
OK. He said there are two obligations: wars 
and trials. In other words security — exter- 
nal security and domestic security. These 
are the obligations of the state: to bring se- 
curity to the people. Everything else should 
be, in principle, the obligation of the peo- 
ple. It should be left for the people. 


Before arriving for our interview, 
your assistant told me you were coming 
from a meeting with the health ministry 
seeking the legalization of medical mar- 
ijuana. Why do you think that is a good 
idea and how would it benefit Israel? 
Feiglin: Again, from the point of view of 
freedom, I don’t think the state has the 
right to tell me what’s good for me and 
what’s not good for me. 
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While time constraints made it impos- 
sible to address all of the questions TNA 
had during the in-person interview, MK 
Feiglin has also taken bold positions on 
other key issues. In a follow-up e-mail, 
TNA asked for his thoughts on two im- 
portant policies. 


What do you see as the benefits for 
Israel and its armed forces of abolishing 
mandatory service? Would Israel still be 
adequately protected, or would security be 
even better? How tenable is this politically? 
Feiglin: Politically, this would solve the 
problem with the [conservative Orthodox 
Jews known as] Haredim since now there 
will be one law for all. No more exemp- 
tions for certain groups — including Is- 
raeli Arabs. Those who want to serve will 
and the others will not be required to do 
so. Hatred and jealousy starts when you 
grant special privileges to some and not 
to others. One law for all will settle this 
long-standing battle. 

As far as enough soldiers; the answer is 
yes. Today, there is a huge surplus of sol- 
diers since much of our defense is based 
on hi-tech, and no longer needed are the 
foot soldiers. Sure, you need them but not 
nearly as much. 

The chance politically? Like anything 
else: If the politicians want to solve the 
problem they will do this, if not, it won’t 
happen. But here’s the key point: We never 
look at the chances of success or polls — 
we do what is right. Many issues may 
take 20 years to happen, but it is our job to 
break the ice and speak about what needs 
to be done. 


In the April 27 Manhigut News- 

letter, you wrote: “Another money drain 
is the creeping inflation: the cumulative 
effect of printing money. There is no dif- 
ference between a state that prints money 
out of thin air and a private counterfeiter 
who prints some bills and buys a car or 
house. In both cases, the counterfeiters 
gain and everyone else has to work longer 
and harder to fund them.” What type of 
monetary system would serve Israel bet- 
ter than the current one? 
Feiglin: We are looking for a Jewish-based 
economy, which is based on gold and not 
worthless paper. This is a long discussion, 
but the point is clear. Hi 
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BOOK REVIEW 


INFLUENTIAL AMERICA? 


Is the United States providing positive moral and political guidance to the rest of the 
world? This political pundit says yes, but let’s look at his evidence. 
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ROBERT KAGAN 


AUTHNONM OF 


OFr PARADISE AND POWEE 


by Jack Kenny 


The World America Made, by Robert 
Kagan, New York: Vintage Books, 2013 
edition, 149 pages, paperback. 


nyone who thinks politics in 
A ‘issn suffers from a lack 
of “bipartisanship” should love 
Robert Kagan. A well-connected mem- 
ber of the Washington intellectual estab- 
lishment (Council on Foreign Relations, 
Brookings Institution, Washington Post 
columnist), Kagan was foreign policy guru 
to John McCain and mentor to Mitt Rom- 
ney during the last two presidential elec- 
tion campaigns. Yet Barack Obama had 
been in office barely a year when Kagan 
was celebrating “a broad and durable bi- 
partisan” consensus on foreign policy. 
“Consider the fact that on Afghanistan, 
Iraq and Iran — the most difficult, ex- 
pensive and potentially dangerous foreign 
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challenges facing the United States — pre- 
cious little now separates Barack Obama 
from Republican leaders in and out of Con- 
gress,’ Kagan reminded readers of Foreign 
Policy magazine in March 2010. Last year, 
Obama was reportedly impressed with Ka- 
gan’s bestseller, The World America Made, 
when it originally came out in hardback, 
and was seen carrying the book around 
with him. Its theme, that the notion of 
America’s decline in influence is a myth, 
was reflected in the president’s 2012 State 
of the Union address. 

“From the coalitions we’ve built to 
secure nuclear materials, to the missions 
we've led against hunger and disease; 
from the blows we’ve dealt to our en- 
emies, to the enduring power of our moral 
example, America is back,” Obama de- 
clared. “Anyone who tells you otherwise, 
anyone who tells you that America is in 
decline or that our influence has waned, 
doesn’t know what they’re talking about.” 

But in Kagan’s book, reissued in paper- 
back in January, the America that remade 
the world at the end of World War II — the 
America of NATO, the Marshall Plan, and 
military interventions around the globe — 
had, he is happy to report, never been away. 
From victory in a two-ocean war, through 
nearly half a century of Cold War, to its 
emergence as the world’s lone superpow- 
er, the nation has had its ups and downs, 
of course, but by and large, its power and 
influence in upholding a “liberal world 
order” remain intact. An early and enthusi- 
astic supporter of the war George W. Bush 
launched in Iraq, Kagan manages to find 
progress where others see only disaster. 

“For all the controversy, the United 
States has been more successful in Iraq 
than it was in Vietnam,” he observed. That 
might be setting the bar of success rather 
low, considering the fall of Saigon, with 
our diplomatic corps rescued by helicop- 
ter from the embassy roof. But as long as 
the terrorists haven’t captured Baghdad 
and renamed it Osama bin Laden city, you 
could call that progress of a sort. 


With a few passing references to Iraq 
and Afghanistan, Kagan’s focus is on 
America’s role among other “great pow- 
ers,’ such as Russia and China, and how 
U.S. military superiority keeps those, as 
well as the lesser powers, in line. “There 
is no greater recipe for great-power peace 
than certainty about who holds the upper 
hand,” he maintains. And America pro- 
vides that certainty. “American land and 
air forces are equipped with the most 
advanced weaponry, are the most experi- 
enced in actual combat, and would defeat 
any competitor in head-to-head battle. 
American naval power remains predomi- 
nant in every region of the world.” 

Thus Beijing does not behave more 
aggressively toward Japan or India, or 
in its territorial disputes with Southeast 
Asian neighbors, because “those powers 
are backed up by the power of the United 
States.” And Russian President Vladimir 
Putin, in his 2008 invasion of Georgia, 
stopped his forces short of the capital city 
of Tbilisi because he was “deterred by the 
United States and NATO.” The expansion 
of NATO to include former members of 
the Soviet Union, however, has yet to in- 
clude Georgia. If it had, the United States 
might have been drawn into a war be- 
tween Russia and Georgia over control of 
South Ossetia. How would that have fit the 
“recipe for great-power peace” that Kagan 
describes? 

America’s “upper hand” over China 
was even greater in 1950, when, as Kagan 
concedes, it did not deter the Chinese 
from entering the war against U.S. forces 
in Korea and fighting them to a stale- 
mate. Could America today, worn down 
by more than a decade of unresolved war- 
fare in Afghanistan and Iraq, be a credible 
check on Chinese expansion? Will our 
vast networks of military alliances keep 
peace in the region, or make war more 
likely? 

Kagan quotes Chinese journalist and 
Tsinghua University professor Yan Xue- 
tong: “America has more than 50 formal 
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military allies, while China has none.” 
That, says Kagan is “an enormous ad- 
vantage” to the United States. But is it? 
Or does it give the United States an end- 
less series of military commitments to the 
security of other nations, while leaving 
China free to use force when, and only 
when, it serves its own national inter- 
est? China has been using its balance of 
trade advantage with the United States to 
upgrade its military forces and buy the 
Treasury notes Washington depends on 
to go further in debt through wars, na- 
tion-building efforts, and “humanitarian 
interventions” we can’t afford and don’t 
pay for. 

“After 1989,” Kagan noted, “American 
military interventions became more fre- 
quent and occurred in parts of the world 
that had previously been off limits due 
to the Cold War standoff.” That includes 
the invasion of Panama; U.S. and NATO 
air wars over Bosnia, Herzegovina, and 
Yugoslavia; the war with Iraq over its 
invasion of Kuwait; a second war with 
Iraq over its alleged “weapons of mass 
destruction”; the 2011 bombing cam- 
paign in Libya, and the ongoing war in 
Afghanistan, now in its 12th year. Mili- 
tary interventions continuing as part of 
the post-9/11 “war on terrorism” include 
bombing missions in Afghanistan, Paki- 
stan, Yemen, and Somalia. Yet Kagan 
writes of “Americans’ evident reluctance 
to wield power” that gives other nations 
reason to regard the United States as a 
“tolerable, if often misguided, hegemon.” 
You have to wonder how many more 
countries we might be bombing if we 
weren’t so doggone reluctant to “wield 
power.” 

Yet it is the “attraction of America’s 
power, the manner in which it uses it and 
the ends for which it is used” that makes 
America so attractive to much of the 
world, Kagan claims. He does acknowl- 
edge the “global uproar” against the un- 
popular war in Iraq and concedes the de- 
tention facilities at Guantanamo and the 
use of torture against suspected terrorists 
have “tarnished the American ‘brand.’” 
But despite nostalgic longings for the 
good old days of American leadership of 
“the free world,” Kagan recalls the wide- 
spread resentment of our CIA’s involve- 
ment in the overthrow of the Mossadegh 
government in Iran in 1953, of Arbenz 
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in Guatemala in 1954, and 
Allende in Chile in 1973. 
The vice president of the 
United States was spat at 
and his motorcade attacked 
in Venezuela in 1957 by 
demonstrators shouting, 
“Go away, Nixon!” “Out, 
dog!” and “We won’t for- 
get Guatemala.” 

Eisenhower, on a “good- 
will” trip to Tokyo in 
1960, “had to turn back in 
mid-flight when the Japa- 
nese government warned 
it could not guarantee his 
security against students 
protesting American ‘im- 
perialism.’” All that was 
before the Vietnam War 
brought thousands of dem- 
onstrators out to protest a 
visit to West Berlin by 
Vice President Humphrey 
in 1967. When millions 
of European youth took 
to the streets the follow- 
ing year, Kagan notes in ironic under- 
statement, “they were not expressing 
their admiration for American culture.” 
Nor were they noticeably appreciative 
of America’s power and the way it was 
being used. 

Critics and youthful protesters are 
often shortsighted, and one might plau- 
sibly argue that those who railed against 
American “imperialism” in the heyday 
of the Cold War failed to understand and 
appreciate the U.S. role in containing 
communist expansion and defending a 
world order that at least kept the Western 
democracies free and prosperous through 
the latter half of the 20th century. The 
question now is, has the United States 
overplayed its hand? Can we continue to 
be the guardian of the world, sacrificing 
American lives and treasure to restore an 
emir of Kuwait to his throne or enforcing 
“regime change” against governments in 
distant lands that, however bloody and 
unsavory, pose no threat to the United 
States? 

Kagan argues that our nation is twice 
as large, with half as many of our troops 
stationed around the world, as it was 50 
years ago. Our military spending is but 
four percent of GDP and likely to decline 


AP Images 


Robert 
Kagan 


in the next few years. But the American 
economy was on a more solid foundation 
50 and 60 years ago, without a $16 or $17 
trillion national debt and annual deficits 
adding to it at the rate $1 trillion or more 
a year. Entitlement programs may be the 
main driver of deficits and debt, but the 
Iraq War alone has, by most estimates, 
already cost the United States $1 trillion, 
and the care for wounded and disabled 
veterans will add to that tally for years to 
come. Together the Iraq and Afghanistan 
wars will cost trillions. 

Meanwhile, our European allies con- 
tinue to cut their military expenditures 
while relying on the United States for 
their defense. Kagan reminds us of one 
of Churchill’s many witticisms: America, 
the British prime minister said, can be 
counted on to do the right thing when it 
has exhausted all other alternatives. That 
was when Churchill was confidently 
awaiting America’s rise to the defense of 
Europe in World War I. Now, more than 
60 years after the creation of NATO as a 
temporary alliance, America may yet do 
the right thing and let Europe look to its 
own defenses — before America exhausts 
its own manpower and resources in The 
World America Made. 
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Paying It Forward 


An elderly homeless man in Los Ange- 
les gives new meaning to the term “pay 
it forward,” as he generously saved up the 
money he’d received from friendly pass- 
ersby and donated it to help others in need. 

Ed Denst, aged 77, donated $250, all in 
$1 bills, to the Society of Saint Vincent de 
Paul Council in Los Angeles. The deed took 
the workers at the society by surprise. “I 
was shocked. I think that’s more meaning- 
ful than those people who have a lot,” said 
the Catholic charity’s Los Angeles board 
president Claire Padama. Padama indicat- 
ed that the money Denst donated would be 
used to help others who are struggling to 
pay their rental expenses or utilities. 

KCAL9’s Rachel Kim asked Denst why 
he did it: “You could buy meals, you could 
buy yourself clothes, you could do a lot 
with that money. Why give it away?” 

Denst responded, “Well, because I 
thought about giving back. It makes me 
feel very good.” 

Denst explained that he became home- 
less after his wife died 23 years ago. Denst 
admits that he sold his house and spent all 
of the money he had made on the sale. 

Denst is a regular attendee at Our Moth- 
er of Good Counsel Church, where hot 
meals are served daily. He asserts he does 
not wish to simply take, but give as well. 
CBS News reported, “He doesn’t consider 
himself a religious man, but he’s learning 
the Lord’s Prayer.” 

“Give us this day our daily bread.... That 
is very meaningful to me. I think that is 
how I have every day,” Denst said. “What 
I’m learning is that people are charitable 
and that should make me thankful.” 


Town Raises Funeral Funds 
A community in Valley Springs, Califor- 
nia, has been devastated by a tragedy that 
has taken the life of eight-year-old Leila 
Fowler. Neighbors and residents of the 
area are now working together to help pro- 
vide much-needed financial and emotional 
support for Leila’s family during this most 
difficult time. 

Leila was stabbed to death on April 27 
by an unknown killer who invaded the 
Fowlers’ home. 
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While the town is on high alert as in- 
vestigators continue to search for the 
killer, the local townspeople are doing 
everything they can to assist the Fowler 
family. FOX40 reported, “There are spa- 
ghetti dinners and bake sales planned, 
with all of the proceeds going to the 
Fowler family.” 

Jim Rebstock helped organize the spa- 
ghetti dinner in the hopes it will raise 
funds to help the family pay for Leila’s 
funeral services. “Something’s gonna be 
done,” Rebstock said. 

Likewise, a local jeweler, Firefall Jewel- 
ers, has created a special pendant that will 
be auctioned off to raise funds for the fami- 
ly. The pendant, worth $1,000, is comprised 
of rhodelite, garnets, and diamonds and is 
purple, which was Leila’s favorite color. 

“My daughter-in-law just felt so bad 
about this, like we all did, and she came 
up with the idea,’ Noreen Coca of Firefall 
Jewelers told FOX40, “My husband hand- 
made the piece and this is for the spaghetti 
feed on the 20th, it’s the fundraiser.’ An 
account (number 421934101) has been 
created at F&M Bank in Linden, Califor- 
nia, for those interested in donating to the 
funeral costs. 

Upon hearing the devastating news of 
Leila’s murder, the town immediately 
planned a candlelight vigil. Over 900 
people attended, dressed in purple and 
pink. Much of the small town of Calaveras 
County is covered in purple tributes and 
ribbons, all in honor of Leila. 


Kids Helping Kids 


Two teens in St. Petersburg, Florida, are 
not only providing each other the emotion- 
al support they need to help get through 
cancer treatment, but they are also helping 
each other to pay for it. 

Tony Colton and Ashley Krueger, 13 and 
18 respectively, are dissimilar in a number 
of ways — Tony is a short and fun-loving 
middle-schooler while Ashley is tall and 
serious and considering college — yet the 
two of them quickly became best friends 
after they met in All Children’s Hospital in 
St. Petersburg, where they would repeat- 
edly undergo cancer treatments. 

The Houston Chronicle reported, 


“[Ashley] had a bone cancer occurring 
mostly in children and teens, and lost part 
of her shoulder. Tony had a rare form of a 
kidney cancer and lost one of his kidneys.” 

For a short period of time in 2012, 
both teens were clear of cancer, but in 
September, Ashley was diagnosed with 
T-cell lymphoma, requiring a bone- 
marrow transplant. Tony feared how this 
would impact Ashley’s family financially. 
“Car payments, their house payments, 
little tweaks and stuff that they had to fix 
around the house before Ashley comes 
back from her bone marrow transplant,” 
Tony said. 

So Tony took action, organizing a ga- 
rage sale and car wash. He then created 
an account with www.giveforward.com, 
where people can donate to help pay for 
those struggling with medical bills. In 
just a few months, Tony managed to raise 
$25,000 for Ashley. 

Meanwhile, just two weeks after Ash- 
ley’s diagnosis, Tony learned that his can- 
cer had returned and that he would require 
expensive medical treatments at the Na- 
tional Institutes of Health in Maryland. 

Immediately upon learning this, Ashley 
decided that she would start an online fun- 
draiser for her friend and return the favor. 

From her hospital bed where she was 
recovering from a bone marrow transplant, 
she set up an account. Ashley said, “Tony 
did this for me, I have to do this for him.” 
She has managed to raise $3,700 thus far. 

Both Tony’s and Ashley’s efforts are 
greatly appreciated by the families, who 
are admittedly having trouble making ends 
meet as a result of medical expenses. 

Ashley’s mother, Pay Myers, explained 
that her family spent more than $40,000 
for Ashley’s first year of cancer treatments. 

Tony’s mother articulated similar frus- 
trations, asserting her gratitude to her 
family’s church and to local charities 
that have helped pay for what insurance 
did not. 

Meanwhile, Nate St. Pierre, spokes- 
man for Give Forward, is touched by the 
show of love between Tony and Ashley. “It 
shows that even if you’re a kid, you can 
make a huge difference for someone. It’s 
so cool to see this, kids helping kids.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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A Tradition of Arms 


tu 


Americans 


love affair with guns’ is a product of repeated necessity. 


Only a generation ago, guns were an everyday object for a young man. 


by Roger D. McGrath 


be taken positively, that Americans 

have a love affair with guns. I would 
say that the love affair is with freedom and 
that guns are among several tools that have 
been used to ensure that we remain free. 
From the day the first colonists set foot on 
the Atlantic seaboard of North America, 
arms were regarded as essential. Early ref- 
erences abound. A 1623 law in Plymouth 
declared, “In regard of our dispersion so 
far asunder and the inconvenience that 
may befall, it is further ordered that every 
freeman or other inhabitant of this colony 
provide for himselfe and each under him 
able to beare arms a sufficient musket and 
other serviceable peece for war.” In 1632, 
the Virginia Assembly advised every man 
to carry a gun to church in order to train 
with it after the service. A Rhode Island 
law of 1639 required that “noe man shall 
go two miles from the Towne unarmed, 
eyther with Gunn or Sword: and that none 
shall come to any public Meeting without 
his weapon.” Connecticut required that all 
household heads “always be provided with 
and have in continual readiness, a well- 
fixed firelock ... or other good fire-arms 
... a good sword, or cutlass ... one pound 
of good powder, four pounds of bullets fit 
for his gun, and twelve flints.” 

At first, all firearms came from Europe. 
Within a few generations, though, the man- 
ufacture of firearms began in the colonies. 
The finest gunsmiths were the Pennsyl- 
vania Dutch, who carried the gun-making 
skills they had learned in Germany to the 
New World. At Lancaster and Reading, es- 
pecially, but other Pennsylvania towns also, 
these gunsmiths not only copied the rifles 
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they were familiar with back home but by 
the 1720s had developed a rifle peculiarly 
adapted to the ever-expanding American 
frontier. They lengthened the stubby barrel 
common to European rifles to four feet to 
allow the black powder more time to burn 
and to produce greater accuracy at the long 
distances common to the frontier. Also, in 
an effort to improve long-distance accu- 
racy, they increased the size of the sights. 
To increase range and conserve lead, they 
reduced the bore to less than a half-inch. 
They enlarged and strengthened the trigger 
guard to withstand rough handling. They 
replaced the iron ramrod, which was heavy 
and difficult to produce on the frontier, with 
one made of hickory. The use of hickory 
involved an additional step. Wooden ram- 
rods, even those made of rock-hard hickory, 
often broke when trying to drive a lead ball 
down the barrel of a rifle. The solution to 
the problem came with the grease patch — 
a small circle of tallow-soaked cloth that 
was placed under the lead ball before being 
rammed down the barrel. 

The result of all these innovations was 
the famed Kentucky rifle. Known at first 
as the Long rifle because of its barrel 
length, the firearm got the name that made 
it famous from its vital service on the 
Kentucky frontier, that “dark and bloody 
ground.” Wherever the frontiersman went, 
he was not without his Kentucky. A good 
rifle and steady aim meant food on the 
table and protection from the Indians. The 
Kentucky would be used on one frontier 
after another, from the colonial frontier of 
the 1720s to the trans-Mississippi frontier 
of the 1830s. It was the firearm that cre- 
ated what has been called in more recent 
times the “gun culture” of America. 

With the butt of a Kentucky rifle pressed 


The Kentucky rifle was the preferred long arm 
for Americans from the 1720s through the 
1820s. An experienced rifleman could “drive 
the nail” or “snuff the candle” at 70 paces or 
knock a squirrel out of a tree at 200 yards. 


firmly into his shoulder and a steady aim, 
an accomplished marksman could bring 
down a deer or man at 100 or more yards 
and knock a squirrel out of a tree at 200 or 
more. Pioneers regularly staged shooting 
contests up and down the colonial frontier, 
from New England to Georgia. At 70 paces, 
frontiersmen would “snuff the candle” or 
“drive the nail.” In the former, the lead ball 
from the rifle would have to pass through 
the flame of a burning candle, blowing 
out the flame but striking neither wick nor 
candle. In the latter contest of marksman- 
ship, the lead ball would have to strike the 
head of a nail and drive it farther into a post. 
Some even dared to shoot cups of whiskey 
off each other’s head at 70 paces. Frontiers- 
men practiced with their rifles from boy- 
hood on. The rifle was a tool more common 
than the plough. The American language 
filled with rifle-inspired colloquialisms — 
“a flash in the pan,” “lock, stock, and bar- 
rel,” “a straight shooter.” 

When the need arose, the combination of 
extraordinary shooting skill and the Ken- 
tucky rifle made American frontiersmen 
invaluable soldiers. Upon joining British 
General Edward Braddock’s expedition 
against the French at Fort Duquesne in 
the French and Indian War, George Wash- 
ington had 400 frontiersmen with him, all 
armed with their own Kentucky rifles. The 
French and their Indian allies surprised 
Braddock’s force and inflicted heavy casu- 
alties on the musket-armed British. Wash- 
ington’s frontiersmen, however, took cover 
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behind trees and carefully aimed every 
shot, dropping one Indian after another, en- 
abling the survivors of Braddock’s ill-fated 
expedition to retreat. Washington himself, 
a woodsman and hunter, as well as soldier, 
owned several Kentucky rifles among his 
collection of more than 50 guns. Later in 
the war, Pennsylvania frontiersmen used 
their Kentucky rifles to clear the way for 
British General James Wolfe’s successful 
assault on Quebec. 

In the American Revolution, the British 
quickly learned what an armed citizenry 
— experienced in the use of firearms since 
childhood — could do. Early in April 1775, 
British Gen. Thomas Gage dispatched spies 
to gather intelligence on conditions in the 
Massachusetts countryside. Among the 
spies were Ensign Henry DeBerniere and 
Sergeant John Howe. Howe’s 
“Journal” was published in 
Massachusetts a half-century 
after his spying mission, and 
some have argued that it is re- 
ally a record of DeBerniere’s 
spying. In the “Journal,” Howe 
describes an encounter he had 
with an elderly man and his 
wife at their house on a road 
leading from the backcountry 
to Boston. The man was sitting 
on his porch, cleaning his rifle. 
“T asked him,” Howe reported 
to Gage, 


what he was going to kill, as 
he was so old, I should not 
think he could take sight at 
any game. He said there was 
a flock of redcoats at Boston, 
which he expected would be 
here soon. He meant to try 
and hit some of them, as he 
expected they would be very 
good marks.... 

I asked the old man how 
he expected to fight. He 
said, “Open field fighting, 
or any other way to kill 
them redcoats!” I asked him 
how old he was. He said, 
“Seventy-seven, and never 
killed yet.” 

... Lasked the old man if 
there were any tories nigh 
there. He said there was 
one tory house in sight, and 
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he wished it was in flames.... The old 
man says, “Old woman put in the bul- 
let pouch a handful of buckshot, as I 
understand the English like an assort- 
ment of plums!” 


This and other such reports were enough 
for Gage. He issued orders to march on 
Concord, capture rebel leaders, and, most 
importantly, confiscate all arms and am- 
munition. The bloody colonists must be 
disarmed! By the time that nearly 800 
British regulars, under Lt. Col. Fran- 
cis Smith, were on the road to Concord, 
Americans all along the route had been 
alerted by Paul Revere, Will Dawes, and 
Sam Prescott. 

When the British reached Lexington, they 
found militia captain John Parker and 70 of 


Minuteman is a tribute to 


British troops. 


Minuteman up front: Sculpted 
by Henry Hudson Kitson and 
erected in 1900, The Lexington 


Massachusetts militia Captain 
John Parker. He and 70 others 
stood on the village green and 
refused an order to surrender 
their arms, though facing 400 


his Minutemen — so named because they 
had to be ready with rifle and shot in one 
minute — assembled on the village green. 
In the van of the British advance were Maj. 
John Pitcairn and his 400 light infantrymen, 
their scarlet coats and white breeches, and 
muskets and bayonets, catching the first rays 
of the rising sun. In the face of this impres- 
sive sight, Capt. Parker ordered his Minute- 
men, “Stand your ground, boys. Don’t fire 
unless fired upon, but if they mean to have 
a war, let it begin here.” 

Major Pitcairn and three other British 
officers rode to within a hundred feet of 
the assembled militiamen and shouted, 
“Lay down your arms, you damned rebels, 
and disperse!” Parker looked at Pitcairn’s 
overwhelming numbers and decided a 
pitched battle would be suicidal. He or- 
dered his men to fall out. They 
did so but not one man would 
surrender his rifle. “D**n 
you!” shouted Pitcairn. “Why 
don’t you lay down your 
arms?” Another British offi- 
cer shouted, “D**n them! We 
will have them!” 

A shot rang out. American 
militiamen said a British offi- 
cer fired. The British claimed 
an American fired. What is 
known for certain, hundreds 
of British guns belched smoke 
and eight Americans were 
killed and 10 more wounded. 
The British then hurried on 
to Concord, encountering no 
opposition along the way but 
hearing guns fired and bells 
rung in the distance, signals 
that militiamen were being 
called to duty. By the time the 
British reached Concord, hun- 
dreds of Minutemen in small 
scattered groups were there to 
meet them. 

At Old North Bridge, the 
British troops opened fire on 
Minutemen, killing two and 
wounding four, but the Min- 
utemen returned fire and ad- 
vanced, killing and wounding 
15 British officers and men. 
Outmaneuvered and stunned 
by the accuracy of the Minute- 
men’s fire, the British aban- 
doned their wounded and fled. 
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nn and eventually broke and ran. 


7 500 of them were killed during 


e and another 700 wounded, 


fighting to protect hearth and 
home, and their liberty. 
American militia could not 
stand up to the volume of con- 
centrated British musket fire, but 
put some distance between the 
forces, and the American rifle- 


Fleeing British soldiers collided with rein- 
forcements trying to move to the front. It 
was some time before Lt. Col. Smith could 
reorganize his forces. Even then Minute- 
men sharpshooters continued to drop Brit- 
ish troops wherever they were. By early 
afternoon Smith had begun a retreat to 
Boston. 

At Meriam’s Corner, Brooks Hill, 
Brooks Tavern, the Bloody Curve, Hart- 
well’s Farm, Parker’s Revenge, the Bluff, 
Fiske Hill, and Concord Hill, Minutemen 
hit Smith’s retreating column again and 
again. By the time the British reached 
Boston they had suffered 300 casualties. 
“The rebels,” said Brig. Gen. Hugh Percy, 
who led reinforcements to aid Smith, “at- 
tacked us in a very scattered, irregular 
manner, but with perseverance and reso- 
lution.” Percy understood that he was not 
facing a regular army but something far 
more dangerous: well-armed Americans 
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man could shoot the tar out of the 
Redcoats. Captain Henry Beau- 
foy, a British veteran of several 
wars, remarked: 


The Americans, during their war 
with this country, were in the habit of 
forming themselves into small bands 
of ten or twelve, who, accustomed to 
shooting in hunting parties, went out 
in a sort of predatory warfare, each 
carrying his ammunition and provi- 
sions and returning when they were 
exhausted. From the incessant attacks 
of these bodies, their opponents could 
never be prepared; as the first knowl- 
edge of a patrol in the neighbourhood 
was generally given by a volley of 
well-directed fire, that perhaps killed 
or wounded the greater part. 


Beaufoy later said: 


It has been readily confessed ... by 
old soldiers, that when they under- 
stood they were opposed by rifle- 
men, they felt a degree of terror never 


inspired by general action, from the 
idea that a rifleman always singled 
out an individual, who was almost 
certain of being killed or wounded. 


Col. William Thompson’s Battalion of 
Pennsylvania Riflemen killed British troops 
with such great regularity and from such 
great distances that the British War Office 
declared, “The settlers from the backwoods 
of America used their hunting rifles with so 
much effect that the only rejoinder was to 
pit rifle against rifle; for this purpose Jagers 
[professional German gamekeepers and 
hunters] were recruited on the Continent.” 

Of all the American riflemen who 
fought in the Revolutionary War, the most 
celebrated was Timothy Murphy. He was 
born near Delaware Water Gap in Penn- 
sylvania in 1751. His parents, Thomas and 
Mary, had only recently arrived in Penn- 
sylvania from County Donegal, Ireland. 
Within a few years, the family moved to 
the very edge of the frontier, where land 
was cheap but so too was life. Indian raids 
were frequent and could mean death or 
worse, capture and horrific tortures. Back 
in Ireland, suffering under the draconian 
Penal Laws, the Murphys had been barred 
from possessing arms, but in Pennsylva- 
nia they freely and proudly owned sev- 
eral guns. Tim Murphy grew up shooting 
the famed Kentucky rifle. By the time he 
was in his mid-teens, he had a widespread 
reputation, among both whites and Indi- 
ans, for extraordinary marksmanship and 
fierceness in battle. He served with a com- 
pany of riflemen throughout the Revolu- 
tionary War and turned the Second Bat- 
tle of Saratoga (aka the Battle of Bemis 
Heights) into an American rout by killing 
both British Brig. Gen. Simon Fraser and 
his second in command, Francis Clerke, 
from what the British thought were im- 
possible distances. 

The stunned British troops lost all unit 
cohesion and eventually broke and ran. 
Nearly 500 of them were killed during the 
battle and another 700 wounded, against 
American losses of 90 killed and 240 


At Lexington and Concord Americans couldn't 
match the firepower produced by hundreds of 
British muskets, but for accuracy and distance 
American riflemen were unsurpassed. A British 
officer said his troops “felt a degree of terror” 
when facing riflemen. 
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wounded. Later, Gen. John Bur- 
goyne, the British commander of 
the campaign that had led to the 
battles of Saratoga, and 6,000 of 
his troops surrendered after Amer- 
ican militiamen interdicted his 
supply lines and cut off his path 
of retreat. “Wherever the King’s 
forces point,” said Burgoyne, “mi- 
litia in the amount of three or four 
thousand people assemble in 24 
hours; they bring with them their 
subsistence, etc., and the alarm 
over, they return to their farms.” 
After the failure of Burgoyne’s 
campaign, the British War Office 
discontinued plans for large ex- 
peditions into colonial America’s 
interior. Nonetheless, the British 
continued to supply and arm vari- 
ous Indian tribes to launch attacks 
on the frontier. 

Also typically expert with fire- 
arms from growing up on the fron- 
tier was Andrew Jackson. His par- 
ents and two older brothers had immigrated 
to the American colonies in 1765 from 
County Antrim, Ireland. He was born two 
years later in the Waxhaw frontier region 
on the border of North and South Carolina. 
His father died shortly before he was born, 
leaving his mother to rear Andrew and his 
brothers. A neighbor in the Waxhaw com- 
munity described Jackson’s mother as a 
“fresh-looking, fair-haired, very conserva- 
tive, old Irish lady, at dreadful enmity with 
the Indians.” Indeed, the Indians had tor- 
tured and killed one of her sons. “Sustain 
your manhood always,” she told her boys. 

Andrew learned to use a rifle as a young 
boy, both to hunt game and to defend the 
family against Indian attacks. When the 
British army reached the western Caroli- 
nas in 1780 during the American Revolu- 
tion, the 13-year-old Jackson joined other 
rebel frontiersmen in fighting the hated 
Redcoats. He also fought Indians, such as 
the Cherokee, who had allied themselves 
with the British. In 1781, he was captured 
by the British. He rightly thought of him- 
self as a prisoner of war and refused when 
ordered to shine the boots of a British 
officer. The officer responded by whack- 
ing Jackson across the face with a saber. 
The ugly gash and wrenching pain only 
strengthened the young lad’s resolve. He 
continued to defy the British officer. So, 
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too, did his mother and two older brothers, 
who would later die as a result of British 
maltreatment, making Andrew both an or- 
phan and the only surviving Jackson. He 
was all of 15. 

By the time he was 17, he was studying 
law. Within a few years, he was appointed 
a district prosecutor for Tennessee, still 
a wild frontier. He did as much Indian 
fighting as prosecuting. In his first fight, 
his commanding officer described him as 
“bold, dashing, fearless, and mad upon his 
enemies.” His reputation grew fast, among 
both whites and Indians, and he was soon 
elected a representative, then a senator, but 
he was always willing to serve as a militia- 
man and do battle. 

One of those who would later serve under 
Jackson in the Tennessee militia was David 
Crockett. He was familiarized with firearms 
as a young child by his older brothers and 
his father, who had been one of the “over 
the mountain boys” in the Battle of Kings 
Mountain in the American Revolution. By 
his teenage years, Crockett had become 
a crack shot. Like Murphy and Jackson, 
Crockett’s marksmanship was needed to 
hunt game and to protect his family from 
Indian attacks — his paternal grandparents 
were killed by Creeks. After using firearms 
that had been passed around the family for 
years, he bought his own Kentucky rifle 


David Crockett was one of the most 
celebrated riflemen in American 
history. As a boy on the Tennessee 
frontier, he became expert in the 

use of firearms. He bought his own 
Kentucky rifle when he was 18 and 
christened it Betsy. He and the rifle 
were never far apart. 


when he was 18. He immediately 
entered a team shooting match 
with a good friend. They won first 
prize and were awarded with a 
fine steer. A year later he won the 
hand of Polly Finley in marriage. 
They soon had their own farm, 
but Crockett did as much hunting 
as farming and continued to enter 
shooting matches. 

David Crockett was not all that 
different from his neighbors. Most 
Tennesseans were marksmen and 
hunters. When the War of 1812 
erupted and the British sent the 
Red Stick faction of Creeks to at- 
tack American settlers in Tennes- 
see and Alabama, which included a hor- 
rific slaughter of hundreds of women and 
children at Fort Mims, Andrew Jackson 
had no problem in quickly raising a mi- 
litia force of 2,000 frontiersmen. They all 
arrived with their own rifles and the abil- 
ity to shoot holes in a five-inch target at 
seventy paces. Several thousand Red Stick 
warriors were about to regret their decision 
to ally themselves with the British. In the 
first engagement of the two forces, Jack- 
son’s boys, with only small losses, killed 
200 of the Red Sticks. Shooting several of 
them was David Crockett. Two days later, 
more than a thousand Creek warriors came 
rushing out of the woods at the Tennes- 
seans “like a cloud of Egyptian locusts,” 
said Crockett, “and screaming like all the 
young devils had been turned loose, with 
the old devil of all at their head.” 

Crockett and his comrades coolly 
marked their targets, took careful aim, and 
began a disciplined, accurate, and deadly 
fire. The battle was over in 15 minutes. By 
then, the ground was littered with the bod- 
ies of more than 350 Red Sticks. Those 
warriors who had survived the carnage 
were fleeing pell-mell through the woods. 
The final battle occurred at Horseshoe 
Bend, where the Tallapoosa River loops 
around a peninsula. Here a thousand Red 
Stick warriors had the advantage of a stout 
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barricade protecting them on one side and 
the river on the other. No matter. The ac- 
curate fire and fierce fighting of the Ten- 
nesseans overwhelmed the Creeks and left 
all but a handful dead. 

Although Jackson had a thousand Army 
regulars and some sailors and Marines 
with him at the Battle of New Orleans, he 
also had 2,000 buckskin-clad frontiersmen 
from Tennessee and Kentucky. The British 
were stunned by their defeat. It was clear 
that the American tradition of an armed 
citizenry, trained in the use of firearms 
since childhood, was a formidable force. 
As British general John Burgoyne had 
said during the American Revolution, the 
Americans were able to grow an army out 
of the countryside overnight. 

If rifle-toting American frontiersmen 
were relentlessly moving across the con- 
tinent, Mexicans were not. Spanish settle- 
ments in Texas had expanded little beyond 
their 18th-century beginnings. By 1820, 
they were scarcely holding their own 
against marauding Indians. San Antonio, 
the provincial capital of Texas, was not 
much more than a village of adobe build- 
ings and log and mud huts, and no more 
than 800 people. There were fewer than 
3,500 Mexicans in the whole of Texas. 
Mexico decided it needed American fron- 
tiersmen to settle in Texas and form a buf- 
fer between the old, struggling Spanish 
settlements and rampaging Indians. 

In 1821, Moses Austin, Connecticut- 
born but then living in Missouri, was 
granted 200,000 acres of land in Texas for 
a colony of Americans. Before he could 
take action on the grant, he died of pneu- 
monia, leaving the venture in the hands of 
his son, Stephen. Not as bold or dynamic 
as his father, Stephen nevertheless got the 
grant increased to millions of acres and 
attracted Americans, first by the dozens, 
then by the hundreds, to the province. 
The Spanish governor of Texas, Antonio 
de Martinez, could not have been more 
pleased. He was now becoming governor 
of something more than an isolated, strug- 
gling, and crude frontier outpost. 

In 1826, Austin organized a volunteer 
force of mounted rangers — the men who 
would years later become known offi- 
cially as the Texas Rangers — to control 
the Indians, especially the Comanche. The 
rangers came with their own horses and 
firearms — and training since their earliest 
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years with both. Instead of allow- 
ing the Indians to take the initiative, 
as the Mexicans had, the rangers 
penetrated deep into Indian country 
and put surprised warriors to flight. 
Although purely volunteers and 
serving only intermittently, these 
early rangers changed the balance 
of power on the Texas frontier and 
expanded the area open to peaceful 
settlement, something Mexicans 
had been unable to do. 

By 1830, there were 16,000 
Americans in Texas, nearly five 
times the number of Mexicans. 
Problems began when Mexican 
President Anastasio Bustamante 
decided to consolidate power and 
reduce the autonomy of the Mexi- 
can states. Americans in Texas — 
Texians — were losing the rights 
they had when first invited to settle. 
Bustamante was driven from office 
in December of 1832, and when 
Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna be- 
came president in April of 1833, 
Texians rejoiced, believing that 
Santa Anna, a Federalist, would 
restore the rights abolished by 
Bustamante. Instead, Santa Anna 
dismantled the Federalist program, 
ignored the Mexican constitution of 
1824, and ruled dictatorially. After 
crushing revolts in several northern 
Mexican states, Santa Anna arrived 
in Texas expecting another walk- 
over for his large, professional 
army. This time, though, the army 
would be facing not peons but a populace 
of frontiersmen, armed and experienced 
with guns since childhood. 

The first action occurred before Santa 
Anna’s arrival. The military commander 
at San Antonio was ordered to disarm 
the Americans. He first went after a can- 
non that had been given to the settlers 
at Gonzales for protection against Indian 
attacks. When a force of 100 Mexican 
cavalry reached the banks of the Guada- 
lupe River, they found 18 Texians, armed 
with rifles, waiting on the other side. The 
commander of the cavalry column, Fran- 
cisco de Castafieda, told them he had 
come for the cannon. The Texians told 
him he’d have to wait until the mayor 
of Gonzales returned from a trip. With 
the river high and the Texians ready to 
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Stephen Austin and the American settlers on his grant 
in Texas were welcomed by the Mexican government 
because they were armed and could protect the 
frontier from marauding Indians, something the 
Mexicans had been unable to do. 


shoot, Castafieda moved upstream to find 
another ford and make camp. 

In the meantime, reinforcements, led 
by John Henry Moore, arrived, swell- 
ing the number of Texians to 140. Mes- 
sengers were sent back and forth from 
Castafieda’s camp to Moore’s. Castafieda 
said no harm would befall anyone if the 
Texians would peaceably surrender the 
cannon. Only the cannon was now pro- 
hibited. They could keep their rifles. The 
Texians, however, rightly suspected this 
was only the first step in a general disar- 
mament. They hoisted a white flag with 
a depiction of a black cannon and the 
words “COME AND TAKE IT.” Before 
Castafieda made a move, the Texians at- 
tacked his camp. After an hour of fight- 
ing and having suffered two dead and 
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several wounded, Castafieda withdrew. 
The Battle of Gonzales was called the 
“Lexington of Texas.” 

By the time Santa Anna and his army 
of 6,000 troops crossed the Rio Grande in 
February 1836, several battles had been 
fought and the Texians, despite lacking 
supplies, military discipline, and coordi- 
nation of their efforts, usually outfought 
the Mexican regulars, including forcing 
Santa Anna’s brother-in-law, Martin Per- 
fecto de Cos, to surrender. Santa Anna did 
take the Alamo and kill its 187 defenders 
but it took him 13 days to do so and cost 
him more than 600 of his troops. He had 
only six weeks to enjoy his victory before 
the Texians routed his army and captured 
him at the Battle of San Jacinto. Routed is 
probably an understatement. Santa Anna’s 
army suffered 630 killed, 208 wounded, 
and 730 captured. The Texians had 9 killed 
and 30 wounded. 

Although on a far smaller scale, we here 
in California were proud of our Bear Flag- 
gers who revolted against Mexican control 
in 1846. Like those in Texas, they were not 
professional soldiers but rifle-toting fron- 
tiersmen who had settled in California. 

Growing up we all took turns in school 
on flag duty. Each morning we would first 
raise the Stars & Stripes and then our Cali- 
fornia Bear Flag. Every time I looked at the 
big grizzly I thought of the Bear Flaggers, 
most of them described as crack shots. It 
seemed to me that guns were our birthright 


as Americans. We had them. We were free. 
Oppressed people didn’t have them. 

In 1950, I got my first guns, cap pistols 
that came with my Hopalong Cassidy out- 
fit. | wasn’t quite four. My first real gun was 
a hand-me-down from my older brother, 
Dave. It was a Stevens single-shot, bolt-ac- 
tion .22, about as humble as any rifle could 
be — but I was elated. My brother carried 
the rifle in World War II — well, kind of. 
My family lived in Pacific Palisades, a sea- 
side community in Southern California. 
When Pearl Harbor was bombed, everyone 
feared the next attack would be the harbors 
and aircraft plants of the greater Los An- 
geles area. At the time a Japanese invasion 
didn’t seem far-fetched, especially when 
Japanese submarines attacked and sank 
ships within sight of shore and bombarded 
an oil field just west of Santa Barbara. The 
men of the Palisades took turns patrol- 
ling the bluffs that overlooked the Pacific 
Ocean. They carried thirty-ought-six, bolt- 
action deer rifles, and twelve-gauge shot- 
guns. Carrying his .22, my brother, eight 
years old when the sneak attack occurred, 
got to tag along with an uncle. From the 
bluffs they scanned the Pacific with bin- 
oculars, watching for enemy submarines or 
even an invasion force. They were ready to 
give the Imperial Japanese Navy what-for. 

At a young age, I was taught respect 
for firearms, especially “Treat every gun 
as if it is loaded” and “Never point a gun 
at anyone unless you intend to kill him.” 


In Pacific Palisades we celebrated the Bear Flaggers and our frontier days. Everyone dressed in 
period costume, and the boys were armed with cap pistols. That’s me at three years old (circled) 
wearing a slouch hat, suspenders, blue jeans, and boots. 
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Nearly everyone I knew had guns — rifles, 
shotguns, and pistols — and it seemed as 
natural to me as having a pair of pliers, a 
saw, or a hammer. We could buy guns by 
mail order. Surplus M1 Garands went for 
$50. We bought ammunition at the local 
sporting goods store or at the market. At the 
latter, the ammunition could be found on 
the same shelves as the can openers, long- 
stem wooden matches, and twine. The mar- 
ket would occasionally get large quantities 
of ammo and sell it as a loss-leader. Can 
you imagine that in the display advertising 
pages of your newspaper today! One time 
I got several thousand rounds of .22 long 
rifle ammo at half the normal price. This 
was great because we’d drive out to the 
desert and shoot at jackrabbits all day. We 
rarely hit the speedsters, which made the 
sport all the more intriguing. 

We had a rifle range, Hutton’s, nearby in 
Topanga Canyon. It was good for sighting- 
in your rifle and for target practice. Older 
shooters were always ready to offer friendly 
advice. The range master there also stern- 
ly reinforced every lesson you had ever 
learned about safe handling of firearms. 
So, too, did the Boy Scouts. One could 
earn a Merit Badge for Marksmanship. Re- 
quirements for the badge included not only 
scoring sufficiently high when shooting at 
targets in both the standing and prone posi- 
tions but also a knowledge of the mechan- 
ics of firearms, proper cleaning of guns, 
and a thorough understanding of the Boy 
Scout Marksman’s Code, which focused on 
safety. In a sense, earning the Merit Badge 
simply taught boys what many generations 
of American kids had learned by virtue of 
growing up in our land. 

Guns are more American than apple 
pie. Johnny Appleseed didn’t bring his 
nurseryman’s stock of seeds and apple 
trees west of the Appalachian Mountains 
until 1805. He was a generation or two 
behind Daniel Boone and others carry- 
ing their Kentucky rifles. Children were 
reared on guns, not pie. Did this have 
terrible consequences? Hardly. It pro- 
duced the men who fought at Lexington 
and Concord, the Second Battle of Sara- 
toga, Horseshoe Bend, New Orleans, the 
Alamo, and San Jacinto. It produced the 
Bear Flaggers. We could do worse than to 
rear our sons to become such men, who 
for generations have guaranteed us our 
freedom, independence, and liberty. Hi 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Stop the Violence 


WIVB.com reported out of Buffalo, New 
York, that a repeat offender picked the 
wrong house to burglarize on May 6. An 
off-duty cop was returning to his house in 
the middle of the day when he discovered 
his home had been ransacked. The offi- 
cer could see that his handgun, jewelry, 
and cash were missing. According to the 
police, the officer could hear someone at 
the top of the stairs. The officer drew his 
service revolver and yelled for the suspect 
to stop but the man continued down the 
stairs. The officer fired his weapon, hitting 
the intruder, who tried to flee the home but 
stumbled outside and fell. The authorities 
arrived on the scene and found the life- 
less body of the suspect near the side door. 
Neighbors were not shocked, considering 
the increasing crime in the community. 
Neighbor Kathleen Nasso said, “I’ve been 
living here for 48 years. With everything 
going on, my husband wants to move. And 
I think we will.” 

Even Murray Holman, a local commu- 
nity activist who belongs to the Stop the 
Violence Coalition, had to admit that the 
“area is changing. If I had a gun, I would 
be doing the same thing, protecting my- 
self.” Officials said the deceased suspect 
was a man in his early 50s with a long his- 
tory of arrests and convictions. 


Bring a Wooden 
Club to a Gun Fight 


The Daily Mail reported on another mid- 
day story out of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 
where a man was shot to death after re- 
portedly beating the wife of a music store 
owner with a wooden club. Police Chief 
John Mackey told WPXI News that a 
32-year-old man entered Armen’s House 
of Music shortly before noon on April 27 
but left after only a span of minutes. The 
strange man went to his car and retrieved 
a wooden club, which he carried into the 
store and used to beat the female occu- 
pant. The owner of the store, the husband 
of the woman being beaten, began strug- 
gling with the assailant but was not able 
to stop him. The owner then grabbed his 
pistol and fired it at the attacker, fatally 
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injuring him. The two victims were taken 
to a nearby hospital for treatment of their 
injuries, but they are expected to make a 
full recovery. Chuck DiSalvo, a family 
friend, said the couple told him they did 
not recognize their attacker. “Never saw 
him. Total stranger walked in and looked 
at the guitars,” DiSalvo said of the man. 


So Automatic 


In an episode of uncharacteristic report- 
ing from a mainstream news source, the St. 
Louis Post Dispatch reported on a series of 
stories featuring gun owners successfully 
using their weapons to exercise their right 
of self-defense. The most interesting story 
featured a 59-year-old man by the name 
of John Wolf, who was taking a walk on 
the “fringe of his working-class neighbor- 
hood.” A “suspicious man, also on foot” 
began following him too closely. Wolf 
became worried and crossed the street to 
put some distance between him and this 
menacing individual, but the thug came up 
right behind him and pressed a .38 caliber 
revolver into his neck. “He must have told 
me he was going to kill me 10 times,” said 
Wolf, but Wolf was armed with his own 
.40 caliber semi-automatic pistol, which 
was concealed under a loose hanging shirt. 

Wolf smartly played along with the 
criminal and handed over his wallet but 
asked if he could have his license back. 
The thug actually attempted to extract the 
license from the wallet, and the momen- 
tary distraction gave Wolf enough time to 
pull his own weapon on the robber. The 
surprised robber raised his own gun back 
up, and Wolf fired a “wall of bullets” at the 
robber, who fell down, but got up and ran 
across the street only to stumble down a 
grass embankment and collapse. 

By the time the police arrived, the man 
who had attacked Wolf was dead on the 
grass. The deceased robber’s finger was 
resting on the trigger of a rusted chrome 
revolver with one cartridge spent and three 
rounds that appeared to have misfired. 
Wolf’s wallet was lying next to the body 
with $45 and a concealed carry permit. A 
police investigation cleared the shooting, 
but authorities did tell Wolf two things that 
he should have done differently. “One: he 
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should have had a bullet in the chamber, 
ready to fire immediately. Two: hollow- 
point bullets have better knock-down power 
than the harder ball ammo he’d used.” 

The deceased attacker was later identi- 
fied as 20-year-old Christopher Holland, 
Jr., a 6' 4" former tight end at a nearby 
high school who had “ST. LOUIS” tat- 
tooed on his chest. The attacker’s father 
gave an emotional TV interview in which 
he grieved over the death of his son who 
had turned to a life of crime shortly before 
his demise. Wolf watched the TV inter- 
view and felt bad for the man but summed 
up his thoughts, “Sorry ... but you have a 
creep for a son, there’s nothing you can do 
about it.” Wolf reflected on the event as a 
near-death experience that he is grateful to 
have survived. “I don’t want to get all holy 
or anything, but it seemed so automatic... 
I could have missed. He could have got 
me. Everything that night went in my 
favor for some reason.” It wasn’t without 
its share of traumatic after-effects, though. 
Wolf had trouble eating and sleeping for 
nearly a week after the shooting, owing to 
the emotional scars. He went to counsel- 
ing, but it was only when a gun instructor 
gave him a copy of the book On Killing: 
the Psychological Cost of Learning to Kill 
in War and Society that he was able to fully 
deal with the taking of a life. Still, even 
with everything that happened, he doesn’t 
regret the incident: “I am better mentally 
prepared if something like this happens 
again.... That first incident helps you gain 
the knowledge, the foresight, the idea of 
what to do.” 

A new organization named Second Call 
Defense is billing itself as “‘the first and only 
membership organization in America that 
offers training and education on respon- 
sible self defense plus immediate support 
for gun owners who are forced to defend 
themselves or their family with a firearm.” 
The organization says that your first call 
after using a gun in self-defense is to call 
911 but your second should be to call them 
for guidance. According to its website, Sec- 
ond Call Defense “is managed exclusively 
by Second Amendment advocates and gun 
rights defense attorneys who carry firearms 
for protection every day.” 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Lawmakers Advocate 
Amnesty for 11 Million 
Lawbreakers 


ITEM: President Barack Obama, speak- 
ing from Mexico City on May 4, praised 
legislation introduced in the Senate as “a 
commonsense immigration reform bill.” It 
is, he said, “a compromise, which means 
that nobody got everything they wanted 
— including me. But it’s largely consis- 
tent with the principles I’ve laid out from 
the beginning.” 

As noted in the White House transcript, 
the president continued, saying: “It would 
continue to strengthen security at our bor- 
ders and hold employers more accountable 
if they knowingly hire undocumented work- 
ers. It would provide a pathway to earned 
citizenship for the 11 million individuals 
who are already in this country illegally. 

“And it would modernize our legal im- 
migration system so that we’re able to 
reunite families and attract the highly- 
Skilled entrepreneurs and engineers who 
will help create good paying jobs and 
grow our economy.” 

ITEM: An article in the May 1 Las Vegas 
Sun, entitled “Reid tells May Day rally: 
Country owes immigrants a ‘permanent so- 
lution,” reported that thousands had gath- 
ered to support “immigration reform” in 
downtown Las Vegas. “Labor organizers, 
politicians and community leaders spoke 
in favor of passing the U.S. Senate ‘Gang 
of Eight’ immigration reform package un- 
veiled in April, which would create a path 
to citizenship for the estimated 11 million 
immigrants living in the country illegally.” 

Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid (D- 
Nev.) was quoted telling the crowd, “We’re 
going to get it done.” 

The newspaper continued: The country 

owes “the 11 million people a permanent 
solution. That’s what comprehensive im- 
migration reform is all about: a perma- 
nent solution.” 
CORRECTION: For the president to go to 
Mexico to push his immigration policy, 
as one late-night comedian joked, really 
wasn’t necessary. That is the last place 
such a promotion is needed, said Jay Leno. 
“T think they’ve got it down.” 
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Strange logic: As demonstrators march for the ‘ 


Unfortunately, the policies followed to 
date and the future “reform” plans being 
advanced — rewarding illegal aliens for 
breaking the law of the land — are no 
laughing matter. 

The politicians in Washington are trying 
to rush through a bill that is nearly 850 
pages long, with promises that the borders 
will be strengthened down the road after 
11 million or so lawbreakers are given 
what would amount to amnesty. Such tac- 
tics have been employed before. 

The president has tipped his hand to 
some of the most radical supporters in 
favor of legalizing the illegals, telling them 
that the idea is to get the framework down, 
and then “fix” it later to the liking of the 
political Left. As the Washington Post re- 
ported on May Day: “The president made 
clear that he expected the people in the 
room to support the Senate proposal even 
if they had doubts about some details, par- 
ticipants said. Once an overarching plan 
was locked in place by Congress, Obama 
told the group, the administration would 
be able to revisit some of their concerns 
and figure out ways to improve it.” 

What the president means when he talks 
about “improving” the proposed reforms 
is not what most Americans have been 
told. As Mark Krikorian of the Center for 
Immigration Studies has explained: 


‘rights” of illegal immigrants, their leaders call 
for fair treatment for them, forgetting that millions of people are waiting to legally immigrate to 
the United States and that taxpaying Americans will be burdened with caring for the lawbreakers. 


This was the same strategy regard- 
ing the 1986 law — once you have 
the amnesty, gut the enforcement. By 
the end of FY 1991, 2.5 million ille- 
gals were safely amnestied, out of the 
eventual total of 2.7 million. For that 
reason, Orrin Hatch and Ted Kennedy 
felt confident enough to try to repeal 
the ban on hiring illegals, which was 
the core of the amnesty-for-enforce- 
ment bargain in the 1986 law. 

In other words, once the pro- 
amnesty side got what it wanted, it 
moved to welsh on the deal. One of 
their allies in working to gut enforce- 
ment was La Raza official Cecilia 
Munoz, author of a report calling for 
reneging on the deal and repealing 
the illegal-employment ban. 

Munoz is now in charge of immi- 
gration policy at the White House. 


We’ve also previously heard the promise 
that all that is needed to repair the immi- 
gration problem is one last fix. In 1986, 
some folks probably believed it. There 
were an estimated 3.2 million immigrants 
in the country unlawfully at the time. That 
number is about 3.5 times larger now. 
Does anyone short of the terminally 
naive really think the deal under consid- 
eration is a “permanent solution”? Even 
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Forgettable promises: Those in favor of “comprehensive immigration reform” — amnesty — such 
as Senator Harry Reid (D-Nev.) promise that the border will be secured as part of any deal, but if 
that were true they’d do that before dealing. It’s as untrue as has been the case in prior amnesties. 


CBS has acknowledged, briefly, what is 
in the works. Border Patrol agents in the 
Rio Grande sector told CBS News recently 
that “apprehensions have risen from 2,800 
in January to 7,500 in March.” The net- 
work quoted agent and union representa- 
tive Chris Cabrera, who indicated that 


some of the immigrants are from as 
far away as Brazil. The improving 
U.S. economy draws most, but Ca- 
brera says many are under the im- 
pression that immigration reforms 
being discussed in Washington may 
allow them to remain. “Once the first 
group gets across, they call their fam- 
ily, they call their friends and let them 
know, ‘Hey, the time is ripe, come on 
over,” he said. 


Of course, for public consumption be- 
forehand, there is a lot of gobbledygook 
about how the package of legislation deal- 
ing with the “registered provisional im- 
migrants” will be strict. But keep in mind 
that the top enforcers will be the same 
folks who have been so lax to date. One 
analysis counted some “400 exemptions, 
exceptions, waivers, determinations and 
grants of discretion” in the body of the 
complicated bill. The legislation “men- 
tions ‘discretion’ or ‘discretionary’ 41 
times ... ‘judge’ or ‘judges’ 73 times ... 
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‘determines’ is used 84 times.” This bill, 
as columnist Cal Thomas put it, “has more 
holes in it than a Texas border fence.” 

So what does Senator Reid think the 
United States owes to people who break 
its laws? Whatever they want, one gathers. 
As long as three out of every four vote for 
the Democratic Party. Securing the border, 
however, is just a phrase to be used to get 
the amnesty process in place. 

The promised “pathway to citizenship,” 
some have contended by way of explana- 
tion, would be a long process. Yet, the re- 
ality is that the illegals would be granted 
legal status very quickly. As Russ Voight 
noted for Heritage Action: 


Within six months, S. 744 affords 
almost everyone who entered the 
country illegally prior to 2012, the 
opportunity to apply for “registered 
provisional immigrant” (RPI) status. 
Each individual would be required to 
loosely demonstrate that they were 
in the country before 2012, pass a 
background check, pay a $500 fine 
and “back taxes” (taxes “assessed” 
based on submitted tax returns, not 
all that is owed). They would obtain 
Social Security numbers, be eligible 
for drivers’ licenses, and can work 
freely in the country immediately. 
The Homeland Security Depart- 


ment (DHS) would only be required 
to “establish a strategy ... to identify 
where fencing ... should be deployed” 
to achieve operational control over 
portions of the border (“high-risk sec- 
tions”). This broad grant of amnesty 
would include individuals who were 
previously deported and criminals 
with up to two misdemeanors (not in- 
cluding the illegal entry). 


The bit about a Social Security number 
would be a bit redundant for millions of 
illegals. Consider: If you are an American 
citizen, you are liable for up to 10 years in 
federal prison and a fine of up to $250,000 
for using a Social Security card that was 
fraudulently obtained; it could cost you as 
much five years and $250,000 for misus- 
ing such a number. This seems to be little 
hindrance to those in this country illegally. 
The chief actuary of the Social Security 
Administration says “about three-quar- 
ters” of “other-than-legal immigrants” pay 
payroll taxes. To do so requires a Social 
Security number. That means, ipso facto, 
that about three-quarters are committing 
Social Security fraud. 

Ronald Mortensen, a former U.S. For- 
eign Service officer, also has pointed out 
that “since around 50 percent of Social 
Security numbers have been issued [to 
such individuals], it is possible that as 
many as 38 percent (four million) of the 
11 million illegal aliens are using num- 
bers that belong to American citizens and 
legal residents. That is felony identity 
fraud.” 

If you are an illegal immigrant and 
this bill passes, set your mind at rest: 
You will be amnestied. Laws apparently 
are for suckers and citizens. Oh, yes, and 
the would-be newly legalized immigrants 
would be eligible for many taxpayer-sup- 
plied benefits. As summarized by Andrew 
Stiles of National Review Online: 


Under the proposed law, millions of 
illegal immigrants would become 
eligible to apply for provisional legal 
status within six months, or once the 
secretary of homeland security has 
submitted a plan to increase border 
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enforcement. Immigrants who are 
granted such status “shall be consid- 
ered lawfully present” in the United 
States, per the text of the bill, at which 
point they would also be eligible to 
receive a variety of state and local 
welfare benefits. This is far sooner 
than the 13-year timeframe that pro- 
ponents of the bill often cite as the 
time before beneficiaries of the bill 
could receive government benefits. 

According to a March 2012 sur- 
vey by the Department of Health 
and Human Services, “lawfully 
present” immigrants can qualify 
for cash-assistance programs in 22 
states, health-coverage programs in 
15 states, and food-assistance pro- 
grams in 7 states. [Alabama Senator 
Jeff] Sessions and other critics of the 
Gang’s bill are concerned about the 
strain on state and local budgets that 
a dramatic increase in the 
number of lawfully present 
immigrants might mean. 

“Eligibility for state and 
local benefits could be imme- 
diate in the dozens of states 
that offer cash, medical, and 
food assistance through state- 
only programs to ‘lawfully 
present’ aliens,’ Sessions 
said.... He also explained that 
legally present immigrants 
would begin building eligibil- 
ity for federal retirement ben- 
efits: “The long-term costs, 
particularly for Social Secu- 
rity and Medicare, would be 
enormous.” 


A new study by Robert Rector 
and Jason Richwine of the Heri- 
tage Foundation goes into some 
detail on the fiscal cost of legaliz- 
ing the current illegal immigrants 
in the United States — putting 
the net price tag at $6.3 trillion. 
The study found that, over a life- 
time, these former illegals would 
receive a total of $9.4 trillion in 
government benefits and servic- 
es; over the same period (with all 
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figures in 2010 dollars), they would pay an 
estimated $3.1 trillion in taxes. This would 
generate a lifetime fiscal deficit of $6.3 tril- 
lion. The figure is considered a “minimum 
estimate.” 

Not surprising, the Department of 
Homeland Security — the same depart- 
ment that the proponents of 11 million 
amnesties promise will keep the border 
secure — ignores a law on the books for a 
century that the government consider the 
likelihood of a would-be immigrant be- 
coming a public charge. 

That was intended for legal immigrants 
— the millions of people who obeyed the 
law and those who continue to play by the 
rules. There are now an estimated four 
million in the United States who have been 
waiting in line, many for as long as two 
decades, to get a green card. One wonders 
how they will feel should millions of line- 
jumpers get rewarded first. 


Coming by the trainload: |Ilegal immigrants know they can flaunt 
U.S. immigration laws with impunity because most crimes short 
of murder will be forgiven. Even felonies, such as illegally using 
Americans’ Social Security numbers, are ignored. 


When the president of the United States 
and the Senate majority leader make it 
their priority to legalize the status of 11 
million people who are currently break- 
ing the law, there is a quid pro quo. In this 
case, the expected payback is millions of 
potential votes. That is what is “owed” 
to those that would shovel out the spoils, 
and those votes would get collected more 
quickly than today’s reformers are will- 
ing to admit. 

Writing for Human Events, M. Stanton 
Evans cuts to the chase: 


The notion that there will be for 
some indefinite period a group of 
eleven-million plus people who have 
some kind of legal status but are de- 
nied the right to vote, will last about 
as long as it takes Democratic law- 
yers to file Federal court complaints 
(probably already drafted) saying 
that there can be no “second 
class citizens” in the United 
States and that these former 
illegals should be allowed to 
vote forthwith, without delay 
or hindrance. 

All of this is virtually guar- 
anteed to happen because the 
immigration battle is strictly 
about the votes, and noth- 
ing but the votes. All the rest 
is sham and smokescreen. 
Obama and his party want 
their 70 percent of these 11- 
plus million illegals and will 
stop at nothing to get it. The 
mystery in the case is why 
the Republican Party, with its 
comfortable majority in the 
U.S. House, would consent to 
this Democratic power play, 
and thus connive at its own 
destruction. 


Well, let us suggest there is at 
least one reason: If the GOP 
leadership buys into this de- 
bacle, it will have proven once 
again that it isn’t called the stu- 
pid party for nothing. Ml 

— WILLIAM P. HoaR 
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We Can Hear You and More 


ashington Post 
reporting on the 
investigation of 


Katherine Russell, the wife of 
the deceased Boston bomber, 
inadvertently mentioned in an 
article that federal officials 
had access to the content of 
phone calls Russell tried to 
make to her husband when 
she learned of his involvement 
in the incident. Buried inside 
the fifth paragraph of the 
Post’s report was this: “Offi- 
cials said that Russell called 
her husband when she saw 
his photograph on television.” 
Erin Burnett, the host of 
CNN’s Outfront, wanted to 
know how the government knew. After all, aren’t phone calls sup- 
posed to be private? To get her answer, she interviewed Tim Cle- 
mente, a former FBI counterterrorism agent, on May 1, asking: 


Is there any way ... they [the federal investigators] can 
try to get the phone companies to give that up?... It’s not a 
voice mail. It’s just a conversation. There’s no way they can 
actually find out what [was said on the call], right, unless 
she tells them? 

Clemente: There is a way. We certainly have ways in na- 
tional security investigations to find out exactly what was 
said in that conversation. It’s not necessarily something that 
the FBI is going to want to present in court, but it may help 
lead the investigation.... We certainly can find that out. 

Burnett: So they can actually get that?... That is incredible. 

Clemente: Welcome to America. All of that stuff is being 
captured as we speak, whether we know it or like it, or not. 


Glenn Greenwald, writing in the Guardian, explained just what 
kind of “stuff” the FBI is able to track: “All digital communica- 
tions — meaning phone calls, emails, online chats and the like 
— are automatically recorded and stored and [are] accessible to 
the government after the fact. To describe that is to define what 
a ubiquitous, limitless Surveillance State is.” 

Greenwald pointed to the experience of Mark Klein, covered 
by the Washington Post back in 2007, when he was working as 
an AT&T technician in San Francisco in 2002. He was inter- 
rupted by an agent from the National Security Agency (NSA) 
who then introduced Klein to the system the NSA was setting 
up to “vacuum up internet and phone call data from ordinary 
Americans” with the help of AT&T. 

When Klein saw what was happening, it was his “aha moment. 
They’re sending the entire Internet to the secret room!” Using a 
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glass prism that divided the in- 
formation into two pieces, the 
NSA could monitor every bit 
of data going across the Inter- 
net without impeding its flow. 

In April of last year, an 
NSA _ whistleblower, Wil- 
liam Binney, was interviewed 
by Juan Gonzalez and Amy 
Goodman at Democracy Now 
and revealed just how exten- 
sive the data collection is and 
how it is justified. Binney 
said that Section 215 of the 
E 6 Patriot Act 
F D. gives them license to take 
all commercially held data 
about us.... 

[This] is extremely dangerous because if you take that and 
put it into forms of graphing ... and then watch it over time, 
you can build up knowledge about everyone in the country. 

And having that knowledge then allows them ability to 
concoct all kinds of charges, if they want to target you. 
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And where is that information being stored? Bluffdale, Utah. 
Said Binney: [The Utah Data Center located at Bluffdale] is “a 
very large storage device, actually, for remote interrogation and 
remote processing. That’s the way I view that. Because there’s 
not enough people there to actually work the data there, so it’s 
being worked somewhere else.” 

The facility in Utah will exceed one million square feet, 
nearly six times the size of a Walmart Supercenter, and will be 
able, when it is completed in September, to capture “‘all forms 
of communication, including the complete contents of private 
emails, cell phone calls, and Google searches, as well as all 
sorts of personal data trails: parking receipts, travel itineraries, 
bookstore purchases, and other digital ‘pocket litter,” according 
to James Bamford, author of The Shadow Factory. 

Naturally, the NSA denies all of this. On April 15, the agency 
issued a statement denying that it will eavesdrop on innocent 
citizens: “One of the biggest misconceptions about NSA is that 
we are unlawfully listening in on, or reading emails of, U.S. 
citizens. This is simply not the case.” 

Notice how the NSA did not deny that they were listening in 
on Americans and reading their e-mails; they simply said they 
weren’t doing it unlawfully. And they apparently think that 
what they are doing is perfectly lawful. There’s a rule about 
power and restraint of that power: “If they can, they will.” 
Since they can, they are. Now there’s a new rule: “Watch what 
you say. Somewhere, someone out there is listening.” Just ask 
Katherine Russell. 
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PRISM: Any medium that resolves a seemingly simple matter into its elements 
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